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THE 


DOCTRINE 


Chuzch of England 


Concerning the Iudependecy of the Cley- 
on the Lay-Power, as to thoſe 
Riobr: of theirs which are purely Sp. 
ritual, reconciled with our Oath 
of Supremacy, and the Lay-Depriva- 
ons of the Popiſh Biſhops in the be- 


ginning of the Reformation. 


CI, INCE the fizillizg of the former Diſcoarſe, The Indepen- 
| T have been warned of oe Prejudice o2ainſt rhe dency of Biſh- 
- Doctrine delivered iz it concerning the [ndepen- 4 - m__ __w, 

dancy of Church-Power oz the State,wery neceſſary to be re- contrary ro the 

moved, in order t0' the preparing our late Brethren for an Oath of Supre- 

impartial conſideration of what we have to ſay in it's de- 

fence. That is, that as our Caſe of Proteitant Biſhops, 

ſet up 'in oppoſition to other Proteſtant Biſhops deprived by 

2n incompetent Authority, z new, ſo oxr Frigciples, 0 

which our. Plea, in reference to the Schilm, is grounded, are 


(b) alſo 


mn. 7 OS 


* Injunt. Q. 
Eli7. An.1559s 
ST Eli; lo 


I1 Ap?. t0 Bl 
Niop Burnet s 
Bli.t. of Retor. 


alſo charged with Nove lty ; if not with reoard to the Do- 
Etrine of che firit and purelt Ages of the Chriſtian Church, 


yet, at leaſt, with FIgars to the Dottrine of our late common 


Mother, the Cluurch of F. nzland ; azd with regard to that 
later Antiquity which is derived 20 higher than the beoinning 
of our Retormation from Popery. It i therefore pretended, 
that our Pottrine COMCITWINY | ve undeprivablenels of ze 
Biſhops by the Lay-Yower,z 1» conſiſtent wth th? Suprema» 
Cy 4ſſerted to 0ur iTIMCes fn all Caulcs,es well as over allPer- 
ſons, that it is therefore iaconſiſtent not only with all rela 
Ats \Fby mbich th: Supremy cy has been afſerted,” butt al 
with aff; thoſe” Ats of the Churcli, by #:h fi alſo hasb 
cerned ber ſelf in this Diſpute ; with the xXXxvii, ry ricle, 
41a  the*Injunttion of Qu Cen Blizabeti: avzed by axÞ Act of 
Parliament 12 ber Reign, for an Authe; t1cal WNECNPretatie 
ON of the $1301 CLINaCY , with +0e to Tt: *M} C 1 the Homies 59 
and the ſever as Injtanchions of the Fxele! latticks by for CX= 
plaining azd recommending the {ame Dottrine to?he Be. 
lief aud Conlciences of their Auditors. , particulars withthe 
SecondCanon,wh:ch Excommunicates all thoſe who yeny ihe 
SUPremacy 17 any of :hoſe branches whereiz 3: was a, wed 
either to Jewilin, or Chriſtian Princes : ; 4 ud with all thoſe 
Legal Oaths, for maintanng #, which have be:m taken 1:2; 
only by the geverali; 'y of the fajty , but the Eccllialticks 
alſo, as many of them as have been adm:irea 10 4x) eminent 
{Fation 512 the Ecclefialtical Gove: NMEnNT. Not now” to de. 


ſcend [no low as a particular enumeration of the jalſras es of 0:57 


m0jt celevratea Writers. It is witha! py etexaed, us ?; 

Power of depriving B:{aops, has ever ſtave the beginning f 
the Retormation "bees allowed ia the Secular Mac rate 1s 
the Practice of rhis Supremacy, as oftere as there ha: boon 
occation for it. The firſt pr aCicc of it.ama: lodg'd by King 
Henry th? VII. 22 Cromwell a Lay-man. Tet bis Come 
miſhon Authorized him to proceed againſt the higyveſt Ecele- 
lialticks, without exception, as far'a as deprivation. And tn 
the fame Reigu Biihops were Yeqt; rea to take out Patents 


from 


*%. 


from the King, for even the Spirituals of their Office, ther 
Power of conferring Orders, which virtually mmcladed all the 


Rights comveyable by Orders ſo conferred, the Right of 


Preaching the Word, ard of Adminiſtring t5e Sacra- 
ments* Theſe if they were givez by the Lay Power maſt, 
by neceſſary coniequence, be deprivable by it a/ſo. - But 
they are ſenſible how little reaſon there is for making the 
Reign of that imperious and aſſuming Prince a Reign of 
Precedents, i arguing that what was actually done they, 
muſt therefore be preſumed to have been well done, aud 
therefore fit to be done again. If this were allowed, they 
know wery well, that uo Right whatſoever, even for ſecuring 
the Peoples Liberties (which they pretend molt zeal for, who 
have leaſt for thoſe of the Clergy) can be made jo lacred as 
to reſtrain the Conlcience of him who has, by any means, got 
the poſſeſſion of an over-ruling force. For he who mane 0 
Conſcience of izvading the Rights of thoſe wery Perions, by 
whoſe intervention all other Rights were made Sacred, (ever 
thoſe of Magna Charta, and the Coronation Oaths 7thew- 
ſelves not excepted) could much leſs be terrified from invading 


thoſe Rights whzch could pretend to no other Sacredneſs thar 


what had been derived from the intervention of thoſe ame 

Holy Perſons,whoſe own Rights had been violated by him. 
$6 Il. T HIS confideration therefore obliges our late Bre- 
thren to inſiſt oz the Precedents, rather 'of Kjzg Edward 
the VI. and Queen Elizabeth's Reign, which they think not 
ſoeafily avoidable by us. Here they tell us, that all the. Depri- 
vations of the Popiſh Biſhops were by zo other than the 
Secular Arm. They tell us withall, that the way of depri- 
vation by Synods of Eccleſiaſtical Perſons was, zz: 4 
Caſe, perfectly inpracticable. No Atts conld have been re- 
pated Synodical, but what had been carried by a majority 
of them, who had been allowed votes in Synods, who were only 
Ecclefiaſticks. But by this method of proceeding it was im- 
poſſible that the Popiſh Biſhops could vawe been deprived 
all, becauſe themſelves made a majority of the Epiſcopal 
(b2) Colledge. 


An contrary 
to the Princi- 

les on winch 
the Pepiſh B7- 
ſhips were &t- 
prived, and our 
preſent Sucre/- 
frm depcnd:. 
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The Authority 
ef the Primz- 


trve Catholic 
Church 1s grea- 
ter than that 
cf any "modern 
particularone. 


ſufficient to: legitimare' FNem | elled 
of thoſe Sees, which" are vacated by.. no other Power than. 
what is Laical, This, 1 take to be the- utmoſt of what they 


Colledge, Here therefore they think, that we are not at 
liberty #0 queſtion, at leaſt, the validity of what was done 
in this affair. They think, we cannot ao it with any conliſten- 

with the Principles 0» which we inſiſt in our Plea againſt 
the preſent Schiſmaticks. They think, we cannot do it with- 
out ſubverting the Rights of thoſe ſame Fathers, for whoſe 
Rights we are our ſelves ſo eagerly concern'd, For g thoſe 
un-ſynodical deprivations 4 the Popiſh Biſhops ther were 
null a»d invalid, the Popiſh Biſhops were /#il{ rhe true 
Biſhops of their Yn Dioceles,. to whom all the Offi- 
ces of the Subjects of thoſe Dioceſes were /?:l! ;j» Conſci- 
ence due. And that on the ſame, Principles o7 which we 
pretend our deprived Fathers tobe ſtill, in Conſcience, the 
Biſhops of #4 Diocelſes, of: which they are ſaid to be de- 
prived, and that they have ftall "a 'Title' fo the Epiſcopal 
Dues of the ſame Dioceles' from thoſe who .were .Subjets 
to: them before the deprivation, or account of the invalidi- 


F of their deprivation, as not being Synodical. This being 
0 


, They think 'it will follow further, that the firſt Proteſtant 
Biſhops uſt, by our Principles, have been Schiſmaticks, as 
having been ordained 7»to full Sees ; that they. muſt therefore 
not have been fecond Biſhops, bat none at all, according to 
our Reaſoning oz St. Cyprian's principles. - 4nd this Nul- 
lity 'zz the Original, they . conceive ſufficient * to. affect the 


* whole Succeſſion derived from that Original.” Thus, they 


think, we canot maintain ayy Right i our preſent Fathers, 


if vacancies ' made by. Lay Deprivations be not allowed 
veir Titles, who, are poſſeſſed 


—wy 


have to ſay upop, this Argument. 4 þ 
$ ITI. I ſhould moſt heartily congratulate the zeal of theſe 
jectors for our Church, were zt really {ch as it 7s pre- 


© tended to be. 'But I can by no meats commend any . zeal. 
or any particular todern Cliurch whazſoever, in oppoſition. 
to: the- Catholick Church * of the firſt and pureſt Ages.. 


We 


TY —_—— 


We cannot take it for a Reformation that differs from that 
Church which ought to be the Standard of Retormation to 
all later degeneronus Ages, at leaſt in things ſo eſſential to 
the ſubſiſtence ad perpetuity of the Church, as theſe are 
which concern the Independence of the Sacred, oz the Civil, 
Authority. Nor is it for the honour of our dear Mother 
to own her deviation, in things of ſo great importance, from 
the Primitive Rule; much leſs to pretend her precedent 
forover-ruling a» Authority ſo much greater than hers, /o 
much nearer the Originals, ſo mnch, more Univerſal,  /o 
much leſs" capable of eorraption, or of agreemeat' 172 any 
Point that had been really a corruption: ' It :1s 1mpoſſuble that 
ever the preſent Breaches of the Church ca ve reconciled, 
if no particular Churches muſt ever allow themſelves the 
liberty of varying fron what has actually been received by 
them, ſince the Ages of dwitions, the wery reception thereof 
having proved the cauſe of thoſe. diviſions. If therefore our 
modern Churches will ever expect tobe again united,tt ſt 
be by acknowledgment of errors. iz particular Churches, 
at leaſt in ſuch things as have made the difterences, and 
which (whilſt they are believed) muſt make them irrecon- 
cilable. Such things could never proceed from Chrilt, who 
defigning his whole Church for one Body ana one Commu- 
nion, could never teach Dottrines inconfiftent with ſuch U- 
nity, - and deſtruttive of Communion. And why ſhould 
4 Church, /zch as ours is, which acknowleages her ſelf tal- 


lible,be too pertinacious zz not acknowledging miſtakes iu her 
ſelf, mhen- the differences, even between Churches, which 


for arbitrating the preſent differences of Communion between 


cannot all pretend to be in the Right whilſt they difter,and differ 


ſo-greatly from each other, are a manifeſt demonſtration of 


errors zz Authorities, as Fa as her own ? Nor can any. 


ſach acknowledgments of actual errors be prejudicial 20+ 


Authority, where the deciſions: of the Authority are- to be 


over-ruted zot by private Judgments, b«t, by. a greater Au-- 


thority. - And if any. Authority be admitted as competent 
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our modern Churches, I know none that can ſo fairly pre- 
tend to it, as that of the Primitive Catholick Church. Be- 
frdes the other advantages ſhe had for knowing the Primi- 
tive Doftrines above avy modern ones whatſoever, ſhe has 
.witha! thoſe advantar 5s for a fair deciſion, which recom- 
mend arbitrators. he knew none of their differences, 
zor dividing Opinions, and therefore cannot be ſuſpetted of 
partiality. And it was withal an Argument of her being 
conſtituted agreeably to the mind of her bleſſed Lord, that 
ſhe . was ſo perfettly one Communion as he deſigned her. 
And the . acquieſcence of particular Churches zz her deciſion, 
is eaſier and leſs mortifying, than it would be to any other 
Arbitrator. To return to her, is indeed no other than to 
return to what themſelves were formerly before their Divi- 
ſions, or dividing Principles. So that. zudeed, for modern 
Churches to be determined by Antiquity, 2s really no other 
than to make themſelves 7x their pureſt uncorrupteſt com 
dition, Judges of their own Caſe, when they have not the like 
ſecurity againſt impurities and corruptions. TI cannot un- 
derſtand therefore how, even on account of Authority, our 
late Brethren can excuſe their pretended Zeal for even our 
common Mother the Church of England, when they preſume 
r0-0ppoſe her Authority to that of the Catholick Church, 
and of the Cathol'ck Church i the firſt azd pureſt Apes. 
I am ſure we have been uſed to commend her for her de- 
ference #9 Antiquity, and to have the better opinion of any 
thing in her Conſtitution, as it was moſt agreeable to the 


Patern - the PEamitive* Catholick Charch. © Here by the 


D Way, I think it not amiſs to take' notice of a miſtake C0727N08 
* P. 14. to *. Dr. Hody, and the other F Anſwerer to the Vindication 
+ Defence of of 'the deprived Biſhops. The rather becauſe it is intro- 


ma eras of uced by them both, with ſome inſulting triumph. The Vin- 


p. 20, 21, 22. Cicator had charged his Adverſaries with Hereſie, in regard 


of their ſingular opinions oz which they inſiſted [o far as to 
found their Schiſm wpow them. This they both retort upon 
the Vindicator himſelf, as grounding his Detence oz opini- 
Ons 
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ons ow ſingular, and different from the greateſt numbers 
of our preſent Churches. TI ſhould have thonght their retors 
tion juſt, if the Vindicator had grounded his Detence on 
Opinions ſingular iz» rhe firſt Ages of ' Chriſtianity. Bux 
they . might both of them have obſerved. that the Vindicator 
aid not grant this to have been his own Caſe. He d?d'pre- 
tend the Principles inſiſted on by himſelf to have been gene+ 
rally received, as fundamental to all the Diſcipline that was 
practiſed zz the firſt aud pureſt Ages... What was generally 


received then, and therefore to be. prefumed true beranſa 


it was ſo, cannot change its nature by , being afterwaxds us 
generally either forgotten, or deſerted, -472 later degentrons 
Ages. » And as the NVindicators Cauſe did not, ſor neither did 
his deſign, nor Topick of Reaſoning from the Senſe of | the 
Primitive Catholick Church, oblige hime.,to be copcluder by 
2 generality iz theſe later degenerons Ages. But this. is a- 
gain another inſt ance of « their C— the: ſenſe of our 
particular modern Church, 2s 4 /faxaard.of Primitive Ca- 
tholick Antiquity. But this is a deference too, great, not 
only for our own Mother, but indeed, for any particular 
Church whatſoever, at ſuch a diſtance from Primitive. Ort- 

inals. ef TI 

$.IV. HERE therefore we cannot be of pur Adverſaries mind: 
But as for the Duty owing to our particular modern Church 
which is conſiſtent with her Subordination,we {till profeſs as great 
a'Zeal for her as themſelves can, and are ready to {trive with 
them in a generous Amulation, who ſhall beſt expreſs their 


Even witit 
regard to 
our particular 
Church, our be- 
haviour figni- 


fies m.ore [ve 
and concern for 


affetion-to her, ' and their zeal for her preſervation. Tzydeed her, than tha: 


our difference from them is-wholly grounded on ſach Principles, 
a5 we (bould think,on all other parallel Caſes, would be taken for 
Arguments of a greater affection. We are willing for a 
Vindication. of her Rights, # expoſe our ſelves to all the 
effects of the diſpleaſure, not only of her Adverſaries, but 
evey of. her ow late Children, axd our own late Brethren. 
This” is 4 .glory:' wherein our” preſent Adverſaries cannot pre- 
tend to rwalus.. Whatever they pretend of good will to her, 
| they 


of our lare 
Brethren G90. 


i) 


they cannot pretend to ſuffer any thing for her. So far they 
are from that, that they ave not contented to be neuter, and 
ar leaft to connive at their Brethren aſſerting their common 
Methers Rights: 'Phey defend - the Magiſtrates encroach- 
ments oz their Eccleſiaſtical Liberties. - Evez the Eccleſi- 
aſticks do ſo, whilſ# the Magiſtrate has the diſpoſal of © the 
Eccleſiaſtical Revenues. The Doftor has indeed wiſely 
poſtponed the Vindication o the Magiſtrates Right for 
doing what has beew'doxe, (though nothing ſhort of that can 
fatisfie the Conſciences!of Eccleſiaſtical Subjets, as to the. 
lawfulneſs of acquieſcence, ad ſubmiſſion zo the Invaders 
of thoſe Rights which they are, by the Conſtitution, obliged 
to defend; ) as unwilling to expoſe himſelf an Eccleſiaſtick, to 
the odium of betraying them. He therefore here proceeds on 
the Nu th that the Rights of the Church are invaded , 
ot oxly '\nyurioufly, but 1nvalidly ; and pretends to prove 
( after is way of. proving by naked Facts) that we not only 
may, - bat mult, ſubmit to the Ulurpers. Upon this he pretends 
wha: the Vindicator ſays for diſproving the Rightof the civil 
Magiſtrate for doing what has been done, to have been im- 
pertinent. T's what exd is all this, but that -he may avoid the 
Odium of betraying che Rights of his own Funttion, and of 
defending. /2/ca/' Encroachments ' oz them ? But I cannot 
conceive how this will excuſe him from this charge. He promiſes, 
_ #z another Book,to defend profeſſedly what he is yet jo willing 
to be excuſed from, even the Right of the Magiſtrate for 
ſuch Tovaſions. He even here makes all aſſerting ſuch Rights 
impracticable, and \'unsvailable for "preſerving them. He 
makes the Biſhops, whoſe Rights are invaded, obliged i» Con- 
ſcience to yeild as often as they are invaded, when the ſubſti- 
tuted Succeſſor is zot a Heretick, that zs, as often as there 
is noother queſtion, but only that concerning Right. And. 
what ca a Plea'of Right Jgnifie for preſerying Right, that 
muſt wever be infilted 0.7; We know all Laws make fre- 
quent ceſſions of Right, ar lexprh, toextingwiſh the Right 
at ſelf. Mach more that-maſt do jo which. is perpetual, as 


often 


PIN 
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often as a ſtronger hand #5 pleaſed to invade it. Much 
more that which muſt be perpetually 3:e/ded ox obligations 
in Conſcience. And what can reſtrain the T.aivy - from 
invading her: as often as they pleaſe, when. they are told be- 
fore that the Perſons whoſe Rights they are, mult rot, nay 
ought »ot oppo them in it, if they will be true to Obligati- 
ons of Conſcience ? When they are told alſo, that this wery 
conſideration of az irreſiſtible force zs alone /wfficiezt to 
oblige them to it ? Suppoſe a prars the Bilhops' of 
ſatisfied, m/th what he ſays to prove their obligatiqn to recede; 
yet he makes jt impoſſible for ther to ajlert their Rights, for 
he diſcharges the Subjects from Duty .to them, whether. they 
will or no. , He pretends the irre{iſtible force ſufficient for 
this purpoſe, whether the Eccleſiaſtical: Superiors will or .»g. 


And how then is it. poſſible for ſ«ch\Eccleliaſticks,.to ; aſſert, 


their own Rights, when. they are. oppreſſed 2 the irreſiſtible 
force, azd deſerted by their. own Subjets.? He allows. them 
indeed 4 liberty of remonſtrating._ ,. But what can even that 
avail them, whez they netther have power 70 EntEr their Re- 
monſtrances oz axy Records,. or to oblige their Adverfaries, 
«pon, their pleading ſuch Records, ;zgt to-ſulfer ſuch. vio- 
lences, #o be Precedents for. future, practice!? _ 
SV.THYUS tf oer,common Mothers Authority be 'urge, 
by our Adverſaries, as 'an.. Argument of their good will to 
her, I cannot ſee how they can, in that regard, pretend to 
rival us. They may indeed tell us, that our Mother has, by 
her own A& and Deed, inthe ſurrendry. of the Clergy in 
Kzng Henry the VII" tine {devyelted her elf of that Au- 


thority,. which before that ſurxendry,: was. juſtly her due. 


Whatever the belief of this would fignifie to ſhew our good will 
to her; 1 am ſurewe might, by doing as the Objeftors do, 
better ſignifie our good will to our ſelves (if we could conſi- 
[tently with our Duty to her, qualifie our ſelves for the 
favours of the Invaders of her Rights zad Priviledzes) as 


far as gratifying fleſh ad blood, car be taker for conſulting 


our own Intereſts. But ſtill, methinks, it ſhould be a grea- 


(c) ter 


We ſhew our 
greater /ove to 
our Church , par- 
ticularly, in not 
yielding fo caſily 
as they do, that 
the ſhould loſe her 
Rights, on any 
termg 


ter Argument of our good. will 70 our common Mother, ts 
be unwilling that ſhe ſhould, on any terms, be deprived of 
whatever was once her due. . Still, it would. become well- 
wiſhers to her, z0t. to be too ealie- 77 believing ſach a ceſ- 
{ion of Rights, though by her felt, 7:11 if were well proved, 
asd proved ſtill to be obltging. © Still, it would become well- 
meaning Children zo be willing to contribute, as much as 
[ty in them, to recover ſuch Rights, at any rate of incon- 
venience ro themſelves that' may be lels to the Publick, rhax 
the loſs of '{wuch-Rights, of -/o- great importance for the Pub* 
lick Intereſts 'of Souls. ' And att worldly inconveniences would 
be reputed leſs by generouy andafteftionate Judges of the Pub- 
lick Intereſts. Such would ftill be favourable Auditors,. of 
what might be produced for difcharging her from ſuch Obliga- 
tins of Conſcience, which if fill in forcegmay make it untawtul 
ow to retrieve and challenge her loſt Rit Its. "They would be 
ambitious of prudent and lawful vccafions of ret ifying their love. 
to her, at 'the expence of worldly loffes, ' when they might be 
once ſecured from any danger of ſin in incurring them. I an 
ſare it muſt needs argue. more love and good-will ro be o. 
Nor could they think wF1raprudent . to retrieve pablick Spiti- 
tual Rights, by lofſes ozly; private aud temporary. . Eſpecs- 
ally where there might” be” the Yeaſt appearance of Duty that 
might oblige thenz to it.. That very Duty woald over-rule 
loving azd dutiful Children, b:y0zd'al{ worldly ad carnal: 
conſiderations to - the contrary. Mach : more it would do ſo, 
when the Duty. incumbent were pretended of fo great impor-. 
tance as this- here is by "us, ' as that without it, we could not 
have a Church, or 4 Communion any lonper, than it' ſhogld 
pleaſe the Civil Magiſtrate. that without 'it, we could have.no 
Principles that might cement 4s wnder 4 Spiritual . Govern- 
ment zz 4 ſtate of. Perſecution, at leaſt, that might oblige 
us to do ſo, as moſt. certainly -Chriſt has dong.” When theſe 
things were pretended, they woald, at leaſt, let us know what 
night ſatisfie them, if it could not us, how theſe conſequen- 
ces," intolerable zo 4 7rae lover of the Church aud Religion, 
might 


might be avoided. And till they could do ſo, they cold ndt 
think the conſiderations hitherto inſiſted on by them, of an 


0 irreſiſtible force, &c.. ſufficient tro make amends for ſo abo- 

ell ' minable conſequences. But hitherto, they have not ſegnified 

ef that ſolicitude for avoiding ſuch cpnſequences, which woald 

ed, certainly have become them as hearty lovers of Religion. 

pell- Nor have they attempted any thing on their part, for a 

1 AS re-union with ſuch as differ from them in things which would 

ON- ' be as much their intereſt, as ours, for us all to be unanimous 

haz in, if they really took the fubſiſtence of ovr Church ard our 

ab: Communion,. for or common Intereſts. How then car 

uld they, even in this regard, of their ſo *afily yielding in mat- 

ub- ters of ſo intolerable conſequence, pretend to rival our good 

, of ' will 70 o«r common Church a»4 Communion ? 

04: 6 VI. BUT we muſt not ſuffer even our good will to our what we is 
tul Mother, to miſlead us into any Aﬀts of undutifulneſs zo | wg A Np 
'be her, though it were on pretence of ſaving her. Uzzah laid we ITE 
ve - hold on the Ark with a good deſign, when he thought it in macy veſted in the 
be danger of falling. Tet God: ſtruck him dead upon the place, © © 

47m for Venturing On bis own Fl udo ment, FO ſhew his zeal for him 

ſo. 5:70p what was allowable to" his Station. So among the 

_— Romans, Fabius Rullianus with great difficulty eſcaped puniſb- 

CS ment for venturing, on” his private Judgment, a with 

Fat , a5 probable a proſpe&t, and as great fucceſs, as his General 

ule | him(elf P apirius Curſor could have defired ; and that for fear of 

al: the many ill conſequences that might follow oz it for the tu- 

ſo, | ture, Fl ſuch a Fatt had been, by its impunity, recommended 

=. i :0 poſterity for 4 precedent. But T have already ſhewn that 

z0f / zot to be our caſe here. We do not oppoſe our private Judg- 

ld j ments #0 azy.Authority at all. But we wo the publick 

=Y Judgment of 4 greater, 40 that of a lower, AutMrity. 

n- Tet we have no need of inſiſting on that Plea at preſent. 

Te We can fairly reconcile our ſenſe in this affair with the im- 


=] poſed," Senſe of 'owr dear » Mother the Church of England, 
of even: as eſtabliſhed by I;aw, and with the full deſign ofathe 
Legulators, as :far as that can"be gathered, from the Caſes 


c2 ) in 


Aver-Ep. Crate 
mers Opinions in 
Henry the VIIL, 
and Edw, the VI, 
time, perionty 
deflrutive of all 
Spiritual Autho- 
rity, 


ment of Eccleſiaſtical affairs. \None.had 'a greater ſhare in 


in proſpet of which the Laws were made, and with Au- 
thentical Interpretations of the meaning of the Legiſla- 
tors themſelves allowed by both Powers concerned in them, 
as well the Civil, which, has impoſed them by 'Civil, as the 
Spiritual, which has done, the. ſame, by Spiritual, coercions. 
I know not what our Advetſarigs. themſelves can deſire more. 
And I cannot but look on it as a peculiar over-ruling Provi- 
dence, that this is. capable of being performed in; a Retor- 
mation, whereiz the Eccleſiafticks have been- ſo manifeſtly 
overborn by the Laity, and a Laity headed by a Prince ſo 
impatient of Tf nts as Henry the VIII. was. Who could 
expect that, where the encroachers made themſelves Judges, 
in their own Caſe, axd the true Proprietors. were forced to 
ſubmiſſions azd ſurrendries of their Rights ; ther determina« 
tions could be.yait and equal on both ſides ? 

$ VILIN Henry the VIII" rime,under whon the Oath of 
Supremadcy. was firſt introduced, the Invaſions of the Sacred 
Power were moſt maniteſt. Tet ſo that even then, they ap- 
pear to have been Innovations and Invaſtions. But who 


can wonder at his ſucceſs, conſidering the violent ways «ſed. 


by him? Sa many. executed.by. him” for refuſing the Oath ? 
The whole Body of the Clergy. krought-under a' Premunire, 
(for doing n0 more. thay himſelf had. done, in owning the Le- 
gatine Power of Cardinal Wolley,) and finedtor it, andforced 
to ſubmiſſions very different from the ſenſe of the majority 
of them? He did indeed pretend to be adviſed 
Eccleſiaſticks, as appears from. ſeveral of their Papers /#ill 
preſerved. But they. were-'only ſome: few ſeletted by himſelf, 
never fairly permitted to a freedom and majority of {uffra- 
ges.. And when even thoſe few had given their opinion, yet 
{till he reſerved the Judgment: of therr-reaſons. to himſelf. 
And ta ſhew how far he was from being indifterent, thoſe of 
them who. were moſt open. iz betraying the Rights of their 
own funAion, were accordingly / advanced tothe higher ' de- 
grees in his favour, and were intruſted with the manage- 


his 


by ſome of the 
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Eccleſiaſtical Counſels, than Archbiſhop Cranmer. Nor ts 


See thoſe Papers 
publiſhed by Bi- 


there any who, upon all the Queſtions propoſed, wherein Ec- ihop Siillingfiee: 


cleſiaſtical Power was concerned, does more conſtantly ſide 
with the Kings imperious humour againſt the true Rights. 


Iren, Cc, wt, and 


by Biſhop Burnet 
Hiſt, ot RKetfor, 


of his own Order, He allows the King the Rights even of **% B11. 


preaching the word, azd admimitring the Sacraments, 
and allows neither of them to the Ecclefiaſticks, any further 
than as they derived them from the Princes Lay Commil- 
ſions. He permitted indeed their Conſecrations, as he had 
found them, by thoſe of their. own order ; but derives nothing 
of their Power from thoſe Qonſecrations. He makes the 
Ceremonies of Conlecration indifferent things, no way con- 
cerned in conveying the Spiritual Power. That he derives 
wholly from their Lay Deputation. He gives them - a. Power 
of preaching te Word and adminiſtring the Sacraments 
where the Lay Powers allow it, and he allows them neither 
where the Secular Magittrate. forbids them. They muſt ad- 
mit- whom the Laws. oblige them to admit, and they muſt 
not excommunicate axy whom the Secular Laws take wito 
their protection. The Magiſtrate, zotwithſtanding his being 
a. Lay-man, may perform theſe offices himſelf, if he pleaſed. 
And the: Eccleſiaſticks,. notwithſtanding their Conlecration, 
are not by him permitted to: pertorm-them, unleſs: the Ma- 
giltrate be pleaſed to give them leave. Nay ſo LY he pro- 
ceeds in his flattery of the Civil Magiſtrate, that he allows 
*0 more gitts of the Holy Ghoſt, iz the laying on of the 
hands of the Presbytery,zhan iz. the collation.of any Civil Ot- 
ace. Ever in the Apoſtles. themſelves he rather excules thay 
commends all the exerciſe of their Spiritual Authority, as ne- 
ce//itated to it by the exigency of. their preſent Circumſtauces. As 
if any neceſlity conld excuſe Ulurpation. As if any exercile of. 
2 Power xot belonging to them could have been ſeconded by. 
/6. viſible xnanifeſt ations of God himſelf, as that was which was: 
exerciſed by the Apoſtles. Tet even their Authority he makes: 
perfettly precarious. He owns no obligation oz the. Con- 
(CIences. of the Chriſtians of, thoſe times.to obey: ever the 

Apoitles 


Part II, Colle, 
Num. 2. 


Apoſtles themſelves, but aſcribes their Obedience they 
wholly to*their good will, ſo as to leave it to their own li- 
berty, whether they would be ſabjett, or no. And why for 

olly 


Only becauſe the Apoſtles had no Civil Empire. This w 


reſolves all obligation of Conſcience zzto Civil Empire,ard 
makes it impoſſible for the Church zo ſubſiſt as  Societ 

and a Communion without the ſupport of the Civil Magi- 
ſtrate. Accordingly, that ſame Archbiſhop Cranmer took out 
a Patent for his Epiſcopal Power, preſerved by Biſhop Bur- 
net, full of a Style (o pernicious to Eccleſiaſtical Authori- 
ty. He there acknowledges all, ſort of juriſdiction, as well 
Eccleſiaſtical as Civil, to have flowed _ from 
the Regal Power as from a Supream Head, and as a 
Fountain and Spring of all Magiſtracy within his own 
Kingdom. He ſays they who had exerciſed this Juri{dicti-- 
on formerly ( for which he took out this Patent) had done it 
ouly PRECARTO, ard that they ought with grate- 
ful minds to acknowledge this favour derived from the 
Kings liberality and indulgence, and that accordingly 
they ought to yield whenever yhe King thought fit to 
require it from them. Aza, to ſbew what particulars A 
Eccleſiaſtical Power: he meant, his Patent inſtances the 
Power of ordering Presbyters, andof Eccleſiaſtical coercion, 
meaning (no doubt) that of Excommunication. Nay further, 
the ſame Patent gives him a Power of Executing, by the 
Kings Authority, thoſe very things which were known 
'to have been committed to him by God himſelf in the 
Scriptures, per & ultra ea quz tibi.ex. Sacris Literis di- 
vinitus commiſſa eſſe dignolcuntur. By which we ander- 
ſtand that no branch of Spiritual Power whatſoever was ex- 
cepted. Tet all this grant was to laſt no longer than the Kings 
K 467-00 1 know not what the Lay Encroachers themſelves 
can deſire more. Here 1s ſo little ſecurity for the Charches 
ſubſiſting, whez the Secular Laws -diſcountenance her, as 
that {he is not allowed the ſame liberty that other ſubjects 
have, of pleading the Secular. Laws already made in favour 


of 
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her, but ts left expoſed to the Arbitrary pleaſure of the 
- Soak which apt cr hard in the Caſe if Leech af ou 
This yoke the Politicians have lately impoſed on the Church 
of Scotland. GOD, #2: his good time, releaſe er from it. wo 

6 VIII. I have ofter wondered how the mojt learned Biſhop - mg rib 
Stillingfleet who-firit publifped the forementioned Papers, as Ms watters 
far as they concerned Archbiſhop Cranmer , could think them as 
conſiſtent with his own Principles : They are ſo perfettly 
contradittory to his Diſcourſe - concerning the Power of Ex- A 
communication ſubjoyned ix the Second Edition of the Ire- 
nicum, ard indeed to the Doftrine of the Irenicum. 2z# felt, 
as ' far as it was conſiſtent with it ſelf, or with axy one Hy- 
potheſis. For ſometimes. he ſeems to doubt whether there can by 
be any. Power properly ſo called without coercion, or any 
coercion without external force. As if indeed the tears of 
the. future. -milchieves. attending excluſion from the Privi- 
ledges. of. Church Communion, had not beer iz the pureſt 
Ages of . the Chriſtian Religion, more properly coercive 
than the fear of any evils that were in.the power of the Se- | 
cular Magiſtrate. It is "certain that gooa Chriſtians then { 
choſe rather to ſuffer any thing the Magittrate could inflict, \.- 
than Excommunication. But I more admire that ſuch 4 | 
betrayer- of Eccleſiaſtical Rights ſboald, by our Eccleſia(ti- 


cal Hiſtorian of the Reformation, be propoſed as the Hero v 
of his times , and as: Exemplary to Fi- as might, in his 
opinion , deſerve the name of Heroes {till. Tet he calls it a : 


{trange Commiſſion 7» Biſhop Bonner, when he took out 4 
Commiſſion. from the King as to his Spirituals, conceived f 
ix the fame terms with that* of Cranmer, iz the particulars \ 
now mentioned. He grants that Bonners inducement to R 
. . « 4. DOOK Lil, 

take out that Commiſſion was, that it was obſerved, that — oY 
Cranmers.great intereſt in the King was chiefly grounded 
on ſome- opinions he had of the Eccleſiaſtical OMers 
being as much ſubject to the King, as all other Civil Otfh- , 
cers. were.. Yet Cranmer: was to-be excuſed, becauſe that it 
he tollowed that opinion at all; it was out of WE" 

Why 


\ 


Why he ſbould aoubt, whether he was of that Opinion, 1 
' cannot gueſs, when himſelf has publiſhed thoſe very Papers 
of the learned Biſhop Stillingfleet wherein Archbiſhop Cran- 
mer does ſo plainly own hiniſelf of that opinion ; when he 
has alſo publiſhed Cranmers ow» Commuſion to the ſame 
purpoſe. . As little reaſop T can (ee why he ſhould ſay, that 
Cranmer was once -of that opinion 4s if he had afterwards 
retraited it. The Papers upon the Conſult were written in 
Henry the VIIIth's time in theyear 1540. And then, even 
by the Biſhops obſervation, the change of his Opinion had 

loſt his intereſt with the King, if is Intereſt had been grounded 
_ outhat Opinion. But Cranmer kept to the fame Opinions zx the 
Reign of K,Edward the V 1th, Then it was he took out his Com- 
miſſion. The young Kzng himſelf ſeems to have been of the fare 
Opinion, i» his 2d.' Paper of the Biſhops Collections, which 1 
can aſcribe to nothing more probably than tothe Inſtruions of his 
Godfather.Nor does it appear the ABp.chang'd his mind afterwards. 
The only thing inſiſted on by our Hiſtorian to ou i , is his \ub- 
 {cribing a Book /er _— after which teaches the contrary. But 


having already ſhewn that he {t\ll retained the fame opinion in 
the time of Edward the VIthghis ſubſcription cannot prove any + 


change of his opinion, but that he complyed, whatever his 
Opinion was, when he found his non-complyance rould not 
hinder the contrary Opinion from being acceptable. But in- 
aced that Book was -not ſo clear in that point that his ſab- 
{cribing * would argue any Change from his tormer Opi- 
nions. But oxr Hiſtorian ſays that whey Cranmer main- 
tained that opinion, he did it out of Conſcience. Perhaps it 
might have been ſo. But T am ſure it is but-an ill Argument 
to prove it ſo, that his intereſt in the King. was ſo viſibly pro- 
oted by it. Tet it he had frequently followed Opinions con- 
trary to worldly Intereſt, :hat 1 grant, might have been an 
Ar@fment that though his Intereſt mas indeed promoted by 


this Opinion, yet that might have been 0 inducement to him, 


' why he did embrace it, But on the contrary, in the great 
actions of his Life, it was the ſerviceableneſs of his Opinions 
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t0 the Princes deſigns that - principally recommended bims. 
Tr was notoriouſly his Opinion for the divorce from Q. Ka- 
tharine that firſ# brought hims into the Court, and into the 
Kings knowledge. Nor is, it denyed by our Hiſtorian that 
it was ſo.: Andin the Caſe of preſuming conſummation of 
Marriage from | bedding, he gave contrary Judgments con- 
cerning the Marriage with Queen Katharine, and that with 


Anne of Cleve ; exattly according to the Kings inclinations, 


and his own Intereſts in gratifying them. In Queen Katha- 
zin's Caſe, he allowed it for 4 good: preſumtion, bat not ſo, in 
the Cafe of Anne of. Cleve. Yay when the Proteſtant Re- 
formation it ſelf was againſt his-Intereſt with the Prince ther 
in Poſſeſſion, he renounced even that, and was the ony 
Biſhoy of our Church who did ſo. Nor did he recant that 
recantation, af loaf he gave 0 publick ſignification of his 
recanting it,-till he was aſſured by Dr. Cole, i» 4 Sermon 
before him at St. Maries, that ever his compliance ſhould 
avail him nothing. for the _—_— of bis Lite. And even ix 
that compleater Collection publiſhed by Biſhop. Burnet, none 
of the other Biſhops or Divines conſulted on that occaſion, 
#5 ſo, perpetually thorough-paced for the Kings inclinations 
as he was. Which fi rity alone, not only againſt | the 
Intereſts, but the ſuffrages of. his function, in favour of 
Encroachments, ſufficiently ſhew how far he was from being 
impartial i» Queſtions of this nature. And it is but a poor 
recommendation of him as a Friend of oar Church, that 
he made a Conſcience of maintaining Opinions by which ſhe 
might be ruined, by which (he muſt & ruined, -and her Ene- 
mies. obliged iz Conſcience to ruine her. 


$ IX. FAR beit from me to diſparage the glory of his Martyt= t is wt fic the 
Intereſt of the 
Church, or the 
eformat ion,that 
is Authority ia 


dom. © His Repentance, how late ſoever, will excuſe the 


ſcandal of his fall. And his Martyrdom, however invo- * 


luntary. at fir{t,. will not loſe its reward with him who merci- 
fully conſiders his ſervants trailties, though it may juſtly di- 
miniſh his Authority in compariſon! of others who were more 
torward, axdwithal more conſtant; i2 ſufferirig for the ſame. 
(d ) Cauſe, 


ſhould be YOpar. 


Cauſe. Far beit from we, inthe left, to detratt from what- 
ever was praiſe-worthy 3 Him. Var Hiſtorian way freety 
commend him for his conftancy to his declining friend, aud 
for his diligence #x woos ans examining, the Telti- 
monies of Antiquity, «pos rhe Points wherein he was con- 
falked. But certainly an Hiſtorian oaght 19 diſt ingaiſh be- 
#iveex particular aud general commendations, 7f he would 
indeed benefit Mankind by his Hiſtories. Juft Charatters 
#re not #0 be denied thoſe whoſe Examples are otherwiſe pro- 
poſed as fit rather to be abhorred than imitated, if they have, 
#t leaſt, ſome few commendable qualities (among many 
other wery bed ones) deſerving wnitation. But owe are 
ro*be commended ſimply ; one are to have Elogies be- 
ſtowed on them ;, none are to be repreſented as Heroes, as 
Patterns, a»d Standards ofthe Age they lived in,. and as 
Copies for Poſterity, but they whoſe Virtues were greater 
than their Vices, whoſe Virtues were particularly fignal and. 
remarkable in the Fattory of their Times, and greatly con- 
tributive to the good events of #t, and therefore fit to be 
imitated by generous Poſterity, when the like Exigencies ſhall 
return, and the like Caſcs. are\ again to be tranſatfed. Par- 
zicularly, ina Hiſtory of the Retormation of Religion, xoxe 
ht to be commended but ſwch- as had a great zeal for 
Religion, and. whoſe abilities -2,d prudence greatly contri- 
buted to the Promotion of it. Nay even they who did indeed 
promote Religion, wil! not all of them deſerve commenda- 
tion'for ir. Sr. Paul obſerved thoſe, in his own times, who 
preached Chriſt .out of :contention; © ana was ghd of the 
event, that Chrift was-preached, ever on thoſe terms; as 
being (no- doubt ) ſenſible of the good fucceſs ir had. But 
he does 'not therefore think it becoming him to beſtow Enco- 
miums:- ex thoſe who were indeed acceſſary to-good: events, 
bat with very ill intentions. © Such there were alſo- many 
 #n thoſe Reigns, under which the Reformation was tranſafted, 
who very much promoted the Reformation, but with no good 
dcligns oz Religion, or Reformation. 1 need not : inſtance 
| FA 
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in the King himſelf who begun it. Next the Kyng himſelf, 
none had a more ative part in the Reformation than 
Cromwell, whom notwithſtanding, the Biſhop obſerves to have 


declared himfelf of the Roman Communion at his Executi- 27; > 8 


on. The like alſo was the Caſe of the Dake of Northum- 
berland. '' He had alſo pretended a great zeal for the Re- 
formation i» ſetting up the Lady Jane Grey, Tet, at his 


P. 254. 


death, he alſo declared that he had always been in his heart Part-Il- 3.1, 


4 Romanift. Had it therefore been fit to ſet up theſe Per- FEY 
ſons #5 Heroes and Patterns fr for imitation ? Oar Hiſtorian 
himfelf did not think fit to do ſo. Their Caſe was not in- 
deed the fame with that of the Archbiſhop. Nor do T produce 
them as ſuch. All T deſign in mentioning them, is only to ſhew 
that his having a&tually promoted the Retormarion,zs not alone 
ſufficient to make him praiſe-worthy-for promoting zt. This 
will therefore put us further upon examining whether the part 
aited by Cranmer was really contributive to a Reformation. 
Had Reformation beer 0; Nhat elſe but a Negative, removal 
of Papal Tyranny, that (to be ſure) was Feffcienth ruined 
by thoſe Principles. But Reformation. is a mean between 
Anarchy on one ſide, as well as Tyranny on. the other ; and + 
is therefore equally ruined 4 either 4 the Extreams. For 
if we conſider that it is the Church which was to be reformed, 
and that the Church as a Church, 7s « Society ; it can be no 
Reformation which reduces it 70 either of the Extreams. But 
of the two, that will leſs deſerve the name, which perfettly 
eſtroys the Government of the Church, and thereby dil- 
ſolves the Society, that was rhe thing to be reformed. 
And theſe' are the plain conſequences” from Fee Principles 
by 'which © Archbiſhop .Cranmer ated. If they freed the 
Church from the Tyranny thez iz being, they naturally in- 
troduced a Tyranny of more pernicious conſequence, thas 
that which had been ejected by them ; a Tyranny of ano- 
ther Body, of Intereſts frequently inconſiſtent with hers : 
and withal deprived ber - ſecurity from. what further 
Invafſtons /eever the Lay Magiſtrate ll be pleaſed to make 
(4%) 7 7 


upon her. Indeed they deprived her of all poſſible ſecurity for her- 
very being. ' And tough theſe 'rinci iOles might =, thoſe: 
be, were Fd by them þ her kind neſesgwhilſ ja diſorders lay 
in excels ; ; Jet , when. that Reformation which was. ad 
vanced by. then had reduced her to a juſt mediocrity; bes. 
ever ſhould be attempted. further would. be Injury, [nor 
Reformation. Mhich ought by. all means to. make Pru- 
dent, ad well-meaning = x. wary, (how much ſoever 
they might like the things) of. recommending the Example 
to Yoſt terity. -To do-ſo, 1s. ta encourage Enemies. for the fu- 
tare, and to commend. them for being {0, when: they: ſhall be 
tempted to think themſelves therein to fol the Bones 
of celebrated Heroes. Archbiſhop Cranmer particularly, 
could, upon neither account, deſerve ſuch Elogies. His Prin- 
ciples were zot naturally ſuch as were likely to benefit the 
Church, -buz to rmae oo 7's were thoſe. Pr inciples con- 
fiſtent with 5 mos of good'meaning zo her,. when 
he ſhewed him Oo ek, to the Magiltrate inſt her, 
zot only againſt the majority of his own Order, but againſt 
the Principles 9 7 his own Education, «pox ſo wery ſmall ap- 
pearances 0 that ſide, and,a wonf /o. great E eridencs to the 
contrary. As Gttle reaſon ere 15, Fe that aduantageous 
CharaQer our Hiſtorian gives his.other, Hero, the Duke 0 # 
Somerſet,, He it was that:advanced the Sacriledge of t 
former Reign TY Monaſterics, and. now in the time of his 
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can be, by all Rules of juſt Eftimation ? I heartily and ſeri- 
oufly recommend theſe things to the ſecond thoughts of that 
abbe Author, zot only as to his Panegyricks «pon the Enemies 
f the Church, but as to his frequent Satyrs on. his own Or- 
er... His meaning in both I will xgt take #pon me to cenſure. 
But tet himſelf Judge of. the obvious ten ency of them 132 
this unhappy Irreligious. Age we live in, wherein men gree- 
dily lay hold on ſuch Authorities as his, for connterancing 
their, wicked deſigns againſt the Church, and' Religion 77 
AHA For my part, 1 cannot fee how the Dake of Somer- 
et could reconcile | any true zeal for. Religion, and the 
Church, with his. Sacrilegious, deſigns againſt that very 
fame Church, whoſe Communion was owned by him. : 
0 X. BUT to return to Archbiſhop Cranmer ; I know His Opinions in 
none of even our preſent+ conſidering Aaverſaries, who, either oo gent 
proceed on thele Principles as true, or who have attempted to 5. paul ma 0 
reconcile them with kg are of the Church,, or, the Re- 2erforics, than 19. 

formation. ,Evez the Hiſtorian himſelf. cenſures them as © 
ſingular Opinions zz the Archbiſhop. Azad. ſo they were | 
even in the ſenſe of the Biſhops of thoſe times, as appears { 
from that number of them of were concerned in that Con- 
ſult. Few of them were for thoſe Opinions, ſo much for 
the Intereſt of the Secular Prince, and none ſo thoroughly as 
he, Nor wou'd the Court ventare to truſt the tryal of theſe Opi- 
nions #0: 4: Synod of the Biſhops. This made Bonner*s Com- 
miſſion (who perhaps gave the firſt Precedent of ſuch a 
Commiſſion): have (o few Followers that took out the. like 
Commiſſions, eve. 1x thoſe. unhappy tames. Afterwapds in 
the latter end of the Reign of Kyng Henry the VII. and 
the beginning of Kzzz Edward the VI. ome more of the 
Court FaCttion imitated him. There was one, of a Biſhop of 
Worceſter zz the beginnin of King Edward 5s time, tranſ- 
cribed- for our Hiſtorians. «ſe, though not publiſhed: by him, 
in the ſame Stile with tyat of the Archbiſhop.. But th:; 
might have been a conſequence of that Thought of the young bu 
King himſelf” expreſſed .in his ſecond Paper, for not RUS by 
| oh i 
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the Biſhops with the entire exerciſe of the Eccleſiaſtical 
Power, and perhaps, of an Order of Council purſuant to it ; 
or, at the uttoſt, of the AQ made in the laſt year of Kjng 
Henry #9 VIII. which we ſhall tion hereafter. But 
their little conſtancy iz obligin all The Biſhops to do ſo, is 
a great Preſumption of the Jiffcult reception theſe JAcrt- 
a Principles met—with, even in thoſe Ages. But 
whatever reception they wet with then, it is very manifeſt that 
they are ſingular now. Our Hiſtorian himſelf obſerues 4hat 
Bonner, after his taking out this Commiſſion, might well . be 
called one of the Kings Biſhops. Intimating that he did 
not deſerve the name of Chriſt's. Aud our Adverſaries, 
who have yet appeared againſt us in this Queſtion, have ge- 
erally owned even our deprived Fathers . :hemſeltves as 
_ © valid Biſhops as ever, both as to the Epiſcopal CharaQer, 

and as to all exerciles of Spiritual Power relating to the 
Citholick Church, notwithſtanding the pretended Depri- 
vation. They only deny that they have nav any Right to 
their particular diſtrifts and Dioceſes, which being vacated 
by the Lay Power may therefore excuſe their Succeſſors 
| | Intruſion and Ulurpation. But the Hypotheſis of 
Archbiſhop , Cranmer would better have accounted for all 
that their Caule obliges them to defend. For if the Apo- 
Ttolical Kh ag cg could derive a Power to our Biſhops «z- 
deprivable 4 the Civil Magiſtrate, they might conſequentl 
derive to them a Right to diſtricts confined to the exercite 
of that Spiritual Power, as independent oz him as the Spi- 
ritual Power i ſelf. And if they could, they did / ; i 
being notorions in thoſe Primitive "Times that they had no 
more conſent of the Civil Magiſtrate for the one, than for 
the other, and yet exerciſed both, and were ſeconded by 
God # their As of Diſcipline, which ſuppoſed their claim 
to both of them. But, by Archbiſhop Cranmer*s Principles, 
the Apoſtles themſelves could lay no claim to either of them 
without, the conſent of the Civil Magiſtrate, 'and therefore 
could derive no ſuch Rights ts Succefſors claiming from _ 
Fl1at 
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that could be undeprivable by the Civil Magiſtrate. Had 
this Doftrine been true, Biſhops deprived by 4 lawful 
Magiſtrate cou'd have claimd no longer, But even our 
Adver{aries. -themſelues ſeem ſenſible now, not oply how 
contrary thoſe Paradoxes were #0 the Senſe of truly Catholick 
Antiquity, b#t alſo how little agreeable they are to the pre- 
vailing Opinion of them, who cordially eſpouſe the Cauſe of 

Religion zz general, aud of the Church of grand FL 
particular, even ix this preſent degenerous Age. Thijs being 

Jo, our Adverſaries themſelves. cannot be diſpleaſed at us for 

diſowning 4 kane; explained by, and grounded on, [uh 

Dotrines. as even themſelves dare not undertake ta de- 

end. 

M $ XII. AND ſach indeed was the Supremacy as i#was re 5... 


firſt introduced by Ks Henry the VHI. and as it was cope nt Title of 
E, p 


Head, when firſt 


tinued under Kjng Edward the V1. Then as. much wag aſſumed by Henry 


TE I AY W 
challenged as could be allowed by even thoſe licentions Prin- fem win, 


ciples of Archbiſbop Cranmer. TI mea {o much was chat: Oe 


| þ 
lenged by the Dy themſelves, and by the Laity who made 
4 ny in t Legilatn onlc by the Conſtitation 
So much was plainly the deſign of Kjng Henry to whom. 
Cranmer /o « £m recommended himſelf by t 4 Opini- 
ons, as our. Hiſtorian obſerves: Ang the Senſe of the 


' Legiſlative Power caunot be better proved than fronr the 


Expreſſions of the Laws. themſelves.. The firſt Law is more 24 Hen.vut, 12. 
modeſt, and though it do own the King for Head' of the 
Body Politick, conſiſting of Spwitualty. aud Femporalty, 


does not make them int 


yet withal it. clearly _— their two Juriſdictions, azd. 


ere any further than as that perhaps 
might be. meant. by. We - the King the. common Head of 
both. of them: For ſo the words of the Ai run: The 
body Spiritual whereof having power,.. when any. cauſe 
of «Be $6 Divine happened to:come 1n queſtion, or of 
Spiritual learning,. that it was declared, interpreted, and 
{hewed by that part of the ſaid Body Politick, called.the. 


. Spiritualty,. now, uſually called the Engliſh Church,which: 


always - 
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4+ #2 always hath been reputed; and alſo*found of that ſort, 
9 i that both for knowledge, integrity, and ſufficiency of 
4 number, it hath been always thought, 'and is alfo at this 
hour, ſufficient 'and meet of it ſelf, ' without the inter- 
meddling of any exterior” Perſon or 'Petſons; to: declare 
and determine all ſuch doubts, and to adminiſter all ſuch 
Offices' and Duties, as to their rooms Spiritual doth ap- 
pertain, &c. And the Laws "Temporal, for tryal of Pro- 
perty of Lands and Geods, and for the contervation of 
AF the People of this Realm in Unity and Peace, without ra- 
| pin or {poil, was, and yet is adminiſtred, adjudged and 
| executed, by fundry * Judges and Miniſters of the other 
part of the ſaid Body Politick, called the Temporalty : 
And: both their Authorities and Juriſdictions do conjoyn 
rogether in the due adminiſtration of Juſtice, the one to 
help the other. Accordingly it is afterwards enatted that all 
Capſes concerning our Domnnions be finally and difinitively 
adjudged and determined within the Kings Juriſdi&tion 
and Authority, and not elſewhere, in ſuch Courts Spiri- 
tual and Temporal of the ſame, as the natures, conditions, 
and equalities of the Caſes and matters aforeſaid in con- 
tention, or hereafter happening in contention, ſhall re- 

T jk Theſe things plainly ſhew the State wherein that aſ- 


- x : ». "wee. 
by 4 * 
—— vm OY» de 


” O O—CC 
- 
. . 
_— 4 


-. 


b. Taming Prince found things, when he began his Innovations, 
and which all ought to endeavour to reſtore, who deſire that | 
the antient bounds of Magna Charta ſhould be preſerved in- 

* violable. For what ſecurity can it. grve us, in ovr preſent | 

FY Sertlements,if former violations of it in others, by not being re- 
Tg pealed, muſt be allowed to paſs into Precedents for new and 
"3g ſ future violences,phen any are poſſeſſed of force ſufficient to at- 


k tempt them.But this will direftly overthrow the Legality of what 
FP has beex done for depriving our. Hvly Fathers by a Lay Autho- 
£2 ; rity rpeis ſirppoſin it Legal. It is indeed probable that when this 
Fade þ Act was made, the' King himſelf deſigned yo ſuch exerciſe 


$:* 94 f purely Spiritual Authority by Lay Perſons. BiſhopBurnet 
- J/ pimſelf obſerves, that in Cromwell's firſt Commiſſion,” a5'n0 


ſach | 


ſuch Precedency was granted him, as was afterwards, next 
the Royal Family ; /o neither was any Authority - at ' al 
granted him over the Biſhops. And this AC now mentis 
oned,” ſhews plainly that the Caſe was ſo. All Appeals here 
of private Perſons ix Spiritual Cauſes,” are ultimately to the 
Archbiſhops, ſaving the Prerogative of the Archbiſhop and 
See: of / Canterbury. Andin Cauſes wherein the King fhoald 
be concerned, the ultimate Appeal is to the Spiritual Pre- 
lates, and other Abbots. and Priors of the: upper Houſe, 
aflembled. and convocated by the Kings Writ in the Con- 
vocation being, or \next enſuing, within the Province or 
Provinces,\ where the ſame matter of contention is, or ſhall 
be. begun." T has far therefore it 'is very plain that neither 
the Title 'of Head #or | the Supremacy, could oblige us to 
own" any Lay Authority whatſoever to be ſufficient for 4 
Spiritual--Deprivation, "eve tte» preted-: according to - the 
Senſe of rhe Legiſlators themfelves. So all the*Right that 
the King 4s 4 common Head could pretend to.over the Clergy, 
in"'Cauſes parely Spiritual, was not a Right 70 give them 
any Power which they were not ſappoſed to have Antecedent- 
ly to any exerciſe of the Kjngs Authority over them, but a 
Right ro: oblige :them :to0 make 4 good Vie of | that Power 
which «they had "already recerved. from' God. But on this 
Sappoſition, 'as he can! grove them no new Power : ix theſe 
matters, ſo neither \ can. he take that' Power from them 
which he never gave them. Which will alone be . ſufficient to 
ruine the validity of | Lay Deprivations. | " 


: $.XIL-HOWEVER «Archbiſhop Cranmer*s Opinion 


When the King 


gave the en- 


being fo grateful to the King and the Laity, who made the croxchingconmi 


majority 7 the Legiſlative Power, did ac cordingly prevail. 
But being withal as fin among the Clergy, mho were 


fion to Cromwell, 
it was not yet a- 
oreeable to the 
true Senſe of the 


notoriouſly the only.competent Ju ges of. Spiritual Rights, Legiſlators, 


it prevailed in' ſuch:.a way as 0ne- would) expect ' ay Opinion 


labouring under. ſuch a\difadvantage of true Authority would 


ao,” that it was urged to the height when eithe) lation 'of 


lucceſs, or «az exigence of affairs, urged them'to ſuch odious 
<4 4a extre- 
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extremities ; atherwiſe, the practde of it was intermitted, 
when cooler xhoughts took place, as havieg great preſuwunpti- 
ons: ag acnft it, (that it was unvarrantable,) and thoſe gaod 
ones ever 14 the Qpinion of the Governours therſelves, who 
heping now intirely fabdued 74e Clergy, mere Bo longer. 
under auy other reſtraint than that which was from their own 
Conſciences. Accordingly after the furrendry of the Clergy, 
when now all his violences had ſucceſs according to his own 
wind, the King gave Cromwell « more ample Commuyſhon 
over \the Biſhops themſelves, and with Power of Spiritual 
Coercion anſwerable to the utmoſt rigor of theſe laoſe Qpinons 
now mentioned. And he was a perion every way fitted. for it. 
As he was an intimate Friend of ArchbiſhopCranmer's, ſo he 
was alſo a favoarer of that ſingular Opinion which was ſo much 
for the intereſt of his Commiſſion. Oar Hiſtorian hanſelf 
takes wotice of. it as one-cf the things objected to him at hjs 
Attainder,that he had ſaid that, it was as lawful for every 
Chriſtian man to be the Miniſter of. that Sacrameat [of 
the Euchariſt] asa Prieſt. This clearly ſhews that Opinion 
to have been edious, even then, iw the Conſciences of the 
Attaindors themſelves, and therefore that their ather Adts 
grounded on that - aud fuch like Qpinions were nat bon tide, 
pou true ccavittion of Conſcience. Otherwiſe they cauld not 
have had the confidence to charge the beliet of fucp QpintQus 
as 4 Crime oz him, FL. ad in earneſt red Mea 
themſelves. The odiouſnets alſo of ſuch « Power as was 
exerciſed by Cromwell appeared alſo iz this, that after him 
there was no: Succeſſor ſubſtituted in bis plate with ſuch 2 
Commiſſion as his was, zar - azy general Vicegerent-4p- 
pointed for executing the Kings. Supremacy 2 Getioas, 
dſtinit from the Biſhops and Archbithaps. #fowmever whuilft 
his Commiſhon Feld, - he ated to the height of what his 
Friend Cranmer's Opinion would warrant him. Fe gave 
out general, Injundtions for | all Spiritual Juriſdictions, as 
Bunge had done formerly for their awn' Dioceles. He took 
upon him to call Bulhaps to an account for their adminiſtration 
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bes 


his Letters to this purpoſe afficiently Imperious. But how- 


XxVli 
3» Spirituals, Our Hiſtorian himſelf has inſerted ſore of 


ever odious /uch genera vimaiions were for things beyonil 


the Power of the Laity, yet the Lay Law-makets could not 


be reſtrained from encroachments 4s rhey rhought they had 


occaſions. But this they did by the de recs tow ratimiated. 


$ XI 1 the next year which was the 1 XX ni that King's ant Appealal. 


Rete#; there is af Appeal dllowed from the Archbiſhops them 4c bhihope ts 


eFoes to thie K ; Maje es Court 0 FClatkery! monrs ach. 
ea uporp' ch Appeal ” Conmiin was to be direRted men otany Ihe 
under rhe Great Seal t6 ſach Perſons as ſbou/4 be ritned td FP 
by the Kings Highneſs; his Heirs, of Stxceffors, which *=c 
Perſons fo erhponere were ab rt Aathortzed to give defini- 

tive Semrentes, from mhich no furtht# Appeal wes dllowed. 

T his was the FR Power which had formerly been 4lowed to the 

Pc Accor ding it is enatted that no Archbiſhop not 
TORI ould intermeddle with any ach 

+in any other manner, than they - 

have ws rh Dehotethe making of this A&, $9 that 254. vil, iy. 
ride the Pope was, fe the former A&t, tranſlated 
our 07 why we matte where- 

oul# be conrerned ; fo hive the ſat Poem 
ax ed from the Convocation to the ing 
ihe Phbey of the Convocation! 7s tranſacted 
« ſmaller addr: and PL the Kings een Gibec wy This 

aid put the dec on of Cafe ſes as. te in. the Kings 

Power 4s hinfe elf contd C2 thpagh the” perſons fo be no- 

minated by om path Teffticks. © ty tvex that con- 
a7; 15 hob" Ft Mos him, that they ſp0ul4 neceſſarily be 

ſo. _ He'r9ds therefore” af perfect li nr to Bettie © 

part of this Powe? by Lay- men, any further than as Fe 
Ecclefiafticks — herein by his oritniffion,. might be 


f0 pur aſri- 
FI. we 


Power rs 4 
hwmiſelf,- 


} fuppoſell to devfoe their york bal him who 4; hinfolf « 


Lay-trian,  T# exc tht ws 4 hertey Ioterpreta- 

tion, that che ” Comets did %, 7.5 »s HhePower by 

v6 (hey ied" bit nl Avthoti 2 t0' £Xert the 
(e2) Power 
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Power. they had before, with, mpunity. from the Secular 
Laws,. and with the, ſecular ſupport... 1 his. was only dare 
Judices, 4s the, Prator aid 70. particular Cates, out i of thoſe 
whowere by the Laws qualified ayd empowered to be Judges in 
general. , Thas. Conſtantine the Great did dare ,Judices to 
the Donatiſts, Melchiades and\other Gallicane Biſhops; who 
ers was. notwithſtanding very wary of encroaching oz 
the Biſhops Rights general zo Judge concerning Spiritual 

auſes., What therefaxe was done hitherto, was fairly recon- 
clable ta our Dottrine, without. aſſerting any Right .as to 
Spirituals derived fom.the King to the Bilbops, which as it 
was given by. him, might. conſequently. be deprivable by him 
alſs.. What the King, himſelf did in giving ſuch « Commi- 
ſion to Cromwell;was a-Perſonal At? not granted him by any 
expreſs Law during the time that | Cromwell poſſeſſed it, and 
therefore cannot be any juſt ground for interpreting the Su: 
premacy, 4d the Oath concerning, it, ma pelatien to Poſte- 
rity, bat; muſt. have been exti with  bjs Perſon, 
though he. had - been. more conitant to 'it than | it' appears 
he was. Much more confuaering... that even he him If. did 
zot think it fit to continue th: Office after Cromyell. The 
[ame may alſo be obſerved concerning #he\Biſhops,. who took 
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out Commiſſions for. ther Spiritual. E oe al, Power, : There 
being hitherto uo Law obliging them to.a0 [o, . mttſt.maks ther 
Afts al 0 Perſonal. For this i ſafficient- to + ew they were 
»ot obliged to it by any Senſe . of . the. Legyllators,. which 
cannat be known but by their Laws. There \was. mot.ſo. much 
ay. ODER DP MTS 833 _—_—_ 5% | 

as Proclamation for it, that might, reduce. it. $0;;that Law 
which was made in; the [ame Regs for eqaalling, the Kings 
Prochmations with Acts of Parliament, {mag that Law 


o 


had continued ſtill in force, as it is certain, it has not.. Leſs 


than one of theſe will not ſuffice for proving us concerned in 
what was then done, as an Argument of that Senſe of the 1.c- 


$illarors, which was to ablige al, Poltcriry ri the Laws wat 


rad the (all pm Fane Wer ke ab era? 
© $ XIV. 7 HE next Ai, in\ the XXYIth year. of the 


ſame 


ſame King gives him as Head of the Church of England full 
Power and Authority from time to time to viſit, repreſs, 
redreſs, reform, order, corre, reſtrain, and amend. all, 
ſuch, errors, hefeſh ICs, ables offences; contempts, and C 
BED whatſoever they 'be,' which by y ,any manner 
tual Atthoztty or Jurildiction,Giughe, or may law- 
7H; be Howe pa repreſſed, or dered, redreſſed, corre- 
fed, reſtrained or | hbnded, CF: Here are Spiritual 
Cauſes, Errors S and H eſies roen as Inſtances ,, wherein. 
the Kinig 14 ht concern. hinſe elf. And Spiritual Power 7 ir 
all the kinds of it, is ſuppoſed in theſe Corretions z0' be per- 


formed by the King, when heis. allowed to corre& all ſorts of 


abuſes'-hat might by atly manner Spiritual ' Authority or 
Juriſdiction .be- corrected. No part of the Epiſcopal 
Power is here excepted, not even that of Excommunicati- 
on. But then it is not even yet determined, whether this 
Spickual uthority and Tanich iction be pany in them 
who. are v1 by the RAE, As ed to exerciſe it : or whether 
Jo the” Ako Wer to k 
Authority was zot fuppoſed derived from lum, zz 
will not lo that it was deprivable by him. Ard if it were 
not ;, thez all the obligation 7he King could li upon the 
Biſhops, to do'as he would on them, could not be in Con- 
{cience, but 1 Tntereſt, /; ar only as no thought the incon- 
veniences they might ty by his diſpleaſure greater than thoſe 
the Church might ſuffer by by that tle on their iberty. 
This therefore. 71 ight be e born with by rhe Biſhops, \/o far as 
they mght judge t recontilable with the Churches interaſts, 
And that indee4 no more could' b+ intended, appears from a 
Paper publiſhed by Biſhop Burnet from 4 Cottonian. M S. 
For there 1s. a full acknowledoment of a diſtinet Au- 
thority 1» the. Biſhops, , from. the Poteſtas gladii lodsed 
n the King. ' Tet it is "Pmed by Cromwell, and” that 


derived from him too. If 
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after his ſecond,” and, more ample Comtniffion. ; becauſe be \ 


ſigns. before the Archbiſhops. And" long after this A , be- 
ine the JeafS1 537. and. 1538, as the Biſhop himſelf « cOu- 


ject ures 
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jettures, Thus far therefore Cromwell himſelf was not 
very politive /» 1h4t Opinion (#9 nor Cranmer who here 
Subſeribes among the reſt) which makes the Spiritual Authg- 
rity derived from the Kin 8: $ of it was then from bein 
the Authorized Senſe of the Legullators,. Bat I cantot, - 
any menns, think it ofrricndadly in the Pritice to inipoſe,over 
ſo far, though the Right of external force be indeed his. 
\ * Showd the Church follw his example, ſbe has as good a 
Right /o impoſeon his Actings in Tem 5oral Cauſes by her | 
Spriitual Centares, as he can'pretend to fo his interpoſing in 
bey 'Spifitual Aﬀairs by his ; orce. For he can- 
ot pretend to a more immediate Title from God, for his 
Temporal Force, than ſhe car for her Right of ow | 
Spifitial Cenſures. Azd if it ſhould be thought re bnable 
for Either of them to make muſe of that Right -of coercion, 
which juſtly belongs to them both, for irnpoling, o# the 0- 
ther 7 matters not belonging to them; it would certainly 
Le more reaſonable for oh Spirittal Power #9 impoſe ox 
the Temporal iz order to Spirituals, than for the "Femporal 
Power to impoſe «por the Spiritual zz order to 'Temporals. 
For my part, . would rather that both world keep within their 
own bounds, that 2s we muſt rexder to God the things 
that are Gods, /o we may alſs render to Cxfar the things 
that are Cafars. But whether the' Laity did, in this Act 
aſſume raore than what was really their due, I am not ſo 
much concerned at . preſent. It is ſufficient that what was 
aſſuriied by chem was xot ſufficient, either direQly,: or by any 


neley COSTA to put if in their power to deprive 
our Bithops of their Spiritual Authority. At. 

'The Supremacy b) RV. HOWE P ER thou h hitherto they C7 not, 
” ——" He Jag yet at length OUY Legiſlators Fl F oſe F1mes did advance the 
full to our 44> SUPFEMACY 4s high as Archbiſbop Cranme#*s Principles would 
rien the marrart them. But it vas not before the later end. of that 
—_— Sacrilegious Reign, Jn the ſeven and thirtieth ear of tt, 
| there was 4 ſceruble ſtarted concerning the La ors of 

the Civil Law-4by whom the Diſct, 7M of the Tote __— 
| ourts 


IQ 
Wd C 


Ja © 2IRP: 


Y- 


Z 


Courts was nd after the death of Cromwell) 0 ac 
count of their being Lay-men, whether the Spiritual Cen- 
ſures 1/[ued out by ſuch, could have any effeft with regard 
#0 Conlcience. [his ſeruple being raiſed on that account of 
their being 1ay-men, was conceived by the Parliament, by 
manifeſt conſequence, #0 affett the Kings Power alfo for ſuch 
Fans ls becauſe he alſo was a La -man. This could not 

have been, if t 1B, had it intended 79 aſſert fach a Right 
in the King, though a Lay-man, even for Spiritual Cenſures. 
For had they intended yo more than that the King, by his Lay 
Power, Lads only o oblige $ Spiritgal Peyſons to'do therr duty 
in wg that S AF} ower which they had received, not 
H1p hum, but from * God bimſelf ; in this caſe, the confequence 
efted agaipſt the Supremacy had been out of doors; and 
which had ſignified nothing, would have needed no reme- 
ſ WW, hen thereft fore £0 prevent this conſequence they 
: rt £-R Su pr pech FL Jach a Tenſe as ay qualifie the 
An, Fu Right to inflitt ſach Cen- 
quent! ly mean it ſo as to afſert this 
Rig £ 70 4g if 4 Sap ream Mattrats though not inveſted 

any Power from 2ST diſtintt from UP of the Sword. 


=— Bo Nh they ell WS, that his moſt aWowd of pony <p 6 and 
| if ly C u 


the 
d ; 


always jultly Y Ng ream 
ead in the Earth. of the Clu of Ex: oat mg hath full” 
Pane. Aut! ority o correc, xs. rg and repreſs all 


of Hereſies, dba Vices, Sins, Abuſes, Idola- 


0 ypocriſies, A d Superſtitions, {prung and growing 
So c, and £0 fergile 2 all other manner of Ju- 
Shins, Cormranny'y Fall: cleflaffical Jurisdiction. 


io tell us withal the occafian of this " Dbjection, Th qt, though 


ecrees and Conf! TE which the exercife of Spi- 
_ 0 Fa lichion” had been confined to Holy Orders, had 


; been utter! ly aboliſhed by the At of the five and twentieth 
| XS: of . this fame Reign, by. becauſe the contrary is not ,, ; v1, 


pur .in ;praQiſe by * the Archbiſhops, Biſho 
| 5 pore But pn gp oth er Ecclehaftical | Perfons, who 


have 


the 


have no manner of. Juriſdiftion Eccleſiaſtical, but” by, 
under, and from your Royal Majeſty, ir addeth, or at 
leaſt may give occaſion to ſome evil diſpoſed Perſons, to 
think, and little to regard the Proceedings and Cenſures 
Eccleſiaſtical, made. Þy, your Highneſs and' your Vicege- 
SEE, flicials, Commiſſaries, Judges, atid Viſitors, being 
allo,Lay,and married men, tabe of little 'or. none effec, 
or .torce, —— And, Foraſmuch as your Majeſty is the only 
and undoubted Supream Head of the Church of England, 
and allo of. Jrelazd, to.whom by Holy Scripture all Au- 
thority. and Powiey 1s wholly given to heat” ahd determine 
all manner Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical,and to corre& all Viet and 
Sin whatſ2ever,, and to. all ſuch Perſons'as your” Majeſty 
ihall, appoint thereunto ; Therefore it' is enatted, that Do- 

ctors of the Civil Law though Lay and married, being 
Pat in;office by any one having Authority under the ' King, 
his , Heirs and Sucteſſors , may. lawfully "execute bf 
manger of . [uriſdiction',, commonly called Eccleſiaſtical 
Jari pho .andAll Cenſures and Coercions appertaihing, 
or in any wiſe belonging unto the ſame. Here the. Bi- 
1hops are_ denied to, have any manner .of Juriſdition Ec- 


i; 


h 
Woaee. | gf | the Prince. Here afl 
Er is [aidto. who ff2ep Nirn, 5p Heir 


cclefiaſtical* "Heye he 


clchaſtical. but by, ; 
Authority, azd FOwer zx /aid/o be 
and Gene ao pg Cauſes | 
75 ſaid, by the "Word ,of God, to" have full Power and 
Authority zo exerciſe all manner of Juriſditions, com- 
monly called Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiftion. Azd all this' is 


aſſerted grein genle. of £he-Title of Head, and of the Pre- 
TQgative,of Supremacys Tf, 0, Fhe Biſhops "cas have” no 
Power bat.,. what ts Fil ved from the, Lay Magittrate"(for 
all this 1s challenged to him: as he is a Lay-man) and therefore 
one but what muſt: be ſuppoſed deprivable by "him. They 
after zhezr deprivation, their, CharaQter js gone, and all their 
BOWEr Balhapsof ;zhe, Catholick Church 72 wot denied 
they 00, 2er ghe Lay Magiſtrate 14s Yeprived they, wil 
he perfect N ullities, 7:1] 7 ey be again confirmed by Power - 
riv 


: 


"4 Diſc 


 ceſter zook out rhe' ike. Commilſion. in the very beginning of 


from bis Caſe. | Tet eve n he, aud ſuch as he; were to Act by 
Tis that was ſodeſtradtive of the 


XXX1H 
rived from the Civil Magiſtrates. This Hypotheſis ſuppoſing 
the Legality of the, Civil Power, -wil{ indeed ſerve our Ad. 
verſaries deſigns to the full. But it is as notoriouſly, falle, as it 
i protons true that: there was, even in the Apoſtles time, 


Diſcipline exerciſed independent oz the Civil Magiitrate. 
Ana our Adverſaries dare not ſtand by it. 

$ XVI. T HIS extravagant Notion of the SUPremacy «4, fhme wo. 
continued through the next Reign. of Kjng Edward the VT, tion of the 
Not only as that ſame At continued ſtill unrepealed, but as *1 "all under 
the ſame. Practice which. ſuppoſed. it, continued, and as no ** eV: 
better Explication of the Su remacy was ſubſtituted i ſtead 
of it. Now-tt was, that Archbiſhop Cranmer zook ous his new 
Commilſion from the King for his Archbiſhoprick ix the 
Ityle formerly uſed by Biſhop Bonner, perfectly adapted to his 
owalingular Opinion. Now it was, that the Biſhop of Wor- 


this Reign, - Though Bebop Burnet obſerves that 39 ſuch form 
was impoſed on Biſbop Ridley, nor oz Bio Thirlby, who 
were conſecrated #» the year 1.550. In that ſame year it was, 
that the 294 King himſetf \ expreſſes his, own Opinion iz 

theſe words : Baie as fir Diſcipline, T_ would wiſh no Au- rigor Pun 
thority" given. generally $0. all Biſhops, . but that Commiſ- ygt1tCul.v.ur 


The Kings Rem, 


ſon be-giyen. to thoſe that be of the beſt ſort of them Par. -. 
to exerciſe 1t in their Dioceſes., By which we may eaſily 
underſtand that Biſhop Ridley. who did put oat Injunttians, 
had ſingatar favour -ſhewn Ton tz that he was permitted 
to ao ſo. © So that 0 general Inferences are to be gathered 


La. 


: 


Commiſſion, which 4s Aefecls confifien with the Hypothe- 

.hurches. Authority. The 
oily difference "between him. and others was, that he was to 
hold his Authority for Life, they only. auriae the Princes 
pleafure. ' Bur, fo roving-the ſenile of. the. .aw-makers 
of . thoje # IMes, | rather uſe. wafift 02th 2 .exproſeens. 0 | 
the T.aws themſelves... And thoſe. are very. home,.to; this pur- 
poſe. 1z the Statute 1 Edw. VI. c 2. They. ſay that all. 


EY - Autho- 


. 


derived arid deductedfrom the Kings Majeſty as: p2e| 
Head of theſe Churches and Realms © England and Tre- 


ſhould rut in the King's name, only that the 


| 41 FraetheSecelar Bower, why we 
PE Diſpenfatibas ro [4 AL 0 the” | 


Authority of Juriſdiction Spiritual and 1 por 


EIS. 


Air 


Lind. They therefore" enatt that all Proceffes fo 003T 

e ſhould be 
in the name of the Archbiſhop, Biſhop, or other having 
Eccleſiaſtical Jurifdition, who hath the Commiſſion and 
grant of the Authority Ecclefiaftical immediately from 


the Kings "Highheſs: They add withal, that. the Seal of 


Furiſdiftion was to *bave the Kings Arms on it, as an 
Acknowledement ' from whom the Juriſdiction was. derived. 
There are indeed ſome exceptions iz that. ſame AC wherejn the: 
Archbiſhop of Canterbury, and the other Biſhops are al- 
lowed to uſe their own Seals. But conſidering that the ror: 
givth for thi uſing the King's Arms 'are gentil, Ju a 
extehd "to-all Archbiſhops,” aA alt Spititgal "Juriſdictions 
whit ſoever, an 1 exceptiotis cat argue any independence 
of the Spiritual Jurifdiftion, ever in the Cales- /o excepted. 
The Archbiſhop had « liberty of »ſizg his own Seal 7» Caſes 
of ſmaller conſequence, which were xr Likely to be exempted 

r were 20t ;. and in 


| anren t0 He pe, where though 

the Power had been in general originally. dc ived: From the 
King,' yer i# had not been decent'in the Diſpenſation zr ſelf 
ro expreſs its being ſo. For that had been to the ſame pur-- 
7 his own. Authority, had oy 06 


poſe' as if the King, by his own."At ſec 
#i#hþ himſelf. Tet the Power” 12h  hawe beep. derived 


from him,” us that c our or Bivary udges i, when the: g4ve 
Sentefice 'ag aint" the King TAK F'a Subject, Þ 1” [8b 
of their Commiſhon Fo the Crown te: ing them to do* 


/6. And the Caſts wherein other Biſhops.are there allowed: 
ro oft thee own Seals, are voy fuck wherein their own in- 
feriors'kre concerned, who derive their, Power [from them, 
whith'is very colifiſtent with their \0wn deriving their Power 
from the'King.. Efpecialy when ths liberty is. granted” them 
uy that very Power phich pretended to be the Ortginal f all 

Sh TTHR 


+ +. a4 AL. 


their Epiſcopal Spiritual Power. l meut#on tot pom the ſeveral 


T4 AQs (uf fs ciently requent 1 this Rei Reign, regair 11g Cler gYMmen 
”.. { to admit ro Communion, and em Py ng #-ere to pariſh 
1 | by Spiritual Cenſures, rough theſe do alſo proceed ow the ane 
Fo Fd voſal (whey: they are NOL 144 CXecUtion of: nNOS .arade 
"= ; Eccleſia Authoxity) the, even ſuch Spiritual Anddiori- 
"FT |} ty7 originally weed in the Lay Magiſtrate, Faniny deſign'at 
w.. | phe is not to enquire how far thelay _ x. even ithe Lic- 
yi i ative Power, has 7 oached on the R ohts of the Cler« 
J 4 ; rpm: h but "FF ar they heedecro their encroach- 

; 7 ments LPELHACA, 772 | 1.96 4 of rant enance 
a | oa ES _- rd nh NE a chefs b 
-$ 1 maintained Kew, wha. world Ge the Oath weract- 
Te | ouſhy according, (0 rhe true meaning, of the Legiſlators. But 
P 6: ll what I bave infiſted on from this A ſhews the CAS 
| oak 1 NT, Supremacy, # elf. | 
_ | $ XII T.ET though, this. impious potion of the Supres ,, tur, tm 
= | Macy, mas. Fong oi the R Reign \of. this excellent\Prince, by no means to 
_=_ | who did nat Jive to t rity. of his own'Judgment, _— 
19 Me might atherwiſe have en led; hine. to have (een the falſhood, cedents 
jr * 3 - and ill tendency of theſe. ill Principles, whith had been-in ftilled 
ty h F into him by. his Godfath who-.was always the moſt- forward 
ao 2 promotes, Wo. they Akt Were, \ferſs. fb.tutrodaced i in the Sacri- 

\ legious R apa f King HT, the VAL. And why ſboald any 


oſterit For Ie eas that was, which: 
had th i /e. i ry 1 (./ Jace the & of. their own Ance-: 
ſors ? ſbould any who regard Rel 1g10n,. have. any for 
them who Dag, in principles ſp. deſtruttive to all Religion, 
and to t the e Us mentals:of te Churchas zt 7s a Society 
ants Comm 1002. Bo remfofoct who have. nooner 
for the. Nath of. Religig,\get.canmet chuſe but-be concerned 
for the ſecurity Religion g/ves them:in their preſent en joy=. 
ments, 2 the Qpinzons of. zheſe. who doxin earneſt believe jt 
true, apd for the reſtrgd;t it Lays.on ſuch not to moleſt them in 
their ? Po {ſions of what they. ure Legally iiutituled ro, whe 
it is ethermiſe is. their. Power + 568 diſpofeſs ther. 74 gat 


J muck: & 


ANXY] 


withed \ cener ation broke ever' this ſecurity. All that ould 
have been done, Bad been done ” their Anceſtors for "the ſe- 


eurity of Magna Charta, axd the Rights of the Clergy con- 
cerned in it, ” Kee Voſs _ been part of i It had been 
confirmed by {oletnn and frequently repeated, grants of all 
race, who'had's Right #9 Nonfiret Nor only Rte 
all --the« Obligations 10ns '-for- ihe it were laid on their 
Poſterity* rhat cola" poſſibly be" laid® on © them by Anceſtors, 
all-the obligations they" knew of from Conſcience and, from: 
Religion, that whote no far of Man could, there at leaſt the 


feanof "God 1ight, rye "Nothin mg 4s then thoug bt 
mores availably. 2000 ME fe; Hhas"t impretation y; 
curſes o#'thbſe who ſbdald on rs it, Farid by t 


COACULTENCE of thoſe who were "Alithorized by God 79 oblige 
him as the MniſterSof his Religion, and KY the Solemni- 
ties then uſed to make the imprecation yet more Ur readtul..” Ir 
argues very littte-ſorefightt, #nd-'ts "17worthy thoſe "ire e *: 


©. dommehtsowherewith Gou has Weffe A fol vari iaſtical 


rxan,: when: i hie'\ powgy fbr actions crtledge in the Concluſion / 
of his*Difcour ſsconterning Regaliaz. ht” would weaken the 
fear of theſe Imaprecations wow, ox account of the" ſuperſti- 
Frm a 09" they were ns rave rf Cog might eaſily have 
areſeen*that- eff 3s, he. ot the \ 
pave of his faggof Fan (fe or "which 5} (9 nes be-. 
comerim to have been nigger rt ) bat the ſccurity- of the. 
whole Nations for which he'-rmuſt *be concerned;: whether he 


will or ney if . be will enjoy any benefit by the gram of our com- - 
2x Anceſtors... For we have no' other { A the 


Charters azd. C Iramunities of this Pref Age, 
70 not. for the Great:Ohatter 37 ſelf, or £09 nſequently Ck Our 
Laberties and Properties, 'than what he'is there" (0 igal of, 
aud: ſo willing -to own unobliging,.'' Now w A, can we [ay 
why any Rr 2 can, /howld not, invadetht- Ri hts alread ay con- 
Route, beſides the Right that A pg BY Ying 
their Succeflors;.in anatitrs TWherein b- © 4. 
Right. by the. Conſtitution mwaer which) 1 Poa > of know 


CVERW. # 


even this is queſtioned now by ſOne: hs) ro fi tn HF 
hearts to projtitute great parts'to ill acfigns: Tet. rhe Intereſt” 
of Mankind 5» general (which is an inf alltbt: cM 
Right iz Gaſes of 14s nature) requires it fhidulah? fo: Orher" 
wiſe, all Leagues 44d Covenants myſt expite with #hFPTos" 
that made thehs," and vehy MonatchSWeirb wtf diffobie he 
whole Body" Politick ,” and" le#ve ſubjeRts in” the fate of 
Nature, ayd-tbeir Succeſſors t liberty,” whither they wilt 
atifie the grants'of 1heir" Anceſtors. ' This muſt dblige Ste” 
ceflors im uſtice*44Cdnfcientge to perform wall Of ths" 
deceaſed)” hang ber vhrir POWEr 15 "do Gtherwile, © 133" 
whet if His wilt "ot-reftraiiv thine? "AL ihe remibly hah ha: 
brey thought "of t6-rinake them obſerve it; "hrs oily been the 
fear of infliftioris from' the Deity, #6 which imprecations' 3} 
their Anceſtors might make” them liable. * And" the belief of. 
theſe things \has obbiced' alhcroitized Mankind" ts oW1t'rhe 
bligdtion-of” the Taws"of Natit 1nd tf Nations) 4%; 
indeed bee the principal inevedient in the Belief," thtt" ha [5 
generally" prevaried in the World, that there” is a-God that go.-' 
verns the whole World, 2s wel! as his peculiar people;* 2nd" 
that with. regard 'tothis Life, {ting the” Belief® of* the ftiture" 
Rewards a#4Puniſhments; 7 proper "Fo-themt who 4&0" 
{that ' therefore” he will 


ceived bis Divine" Revelativins';"? 
rewatd' keeping of * Faith" wirh temporal 'Profperity, 27d 
puniſh breaches of *it with ternporal Calamities. Why ſhould 
they elje in paſſing their Faith, appeal to that Univerſal Judge: 
of Mankind, and-imprecat6 on themſelves curſes from him ;' 
if it haqnor ben believed vn \ al ſides, that Etirſes* ſo impre- 
cated, 1werewvreally ro be feared” from his Jultice, \t5 mhoms\both: 
parties #4x fubmitred the Judgment” of rheir Ciuſe ? Why 


3 ſhould the like Oathsve required from perſons of very falſe and 


y. eas in this" World,” actoyding # the Opittiorn of 
him'\r#4r | 
otherwiſe miſtalkens in his Opition concerning the tre Reli- 
giog'? 


TITTY 


gion? Gaga, actually... flif the imprecations of 4s 


e for ſecuring aith ith the Gibconites, wer; 
0 Fr iy, "AY oe. FEY in the time 6k David, #04ugh 


5b; CD I if bu Reign wat b 
al . ay n.of Precedents, them oa and 


bin | ireding hn, is bt, 
+ of thei Rights ca 


- concur une. i Clergy 
EE by the concurrence of the 
ce' mb cau but g0 far evough from the 


F. h Is, ſhall, be. encouraged: to Quertary 
MN, . 02 pretewce Of 4He ung | 
rrants ”4de alguien gn gem of a cligionuhich he j es. 
Nlſe and which haps indeed may be /0. Bat- it. was - not 
on LEY fer 2 Rehlgion _— Prince 1 ru _ of, 
4 5 to fe" recedents, the 
conlent.. of his kf FORTH The moſt:un) = apo 
ing . 11 Our. t Laws, the way of proceeding: bx Attaigder, 
from mhich no innocence: can ſecure. a Man, was: firſt! intro- 
duced in. his time. In his time, the, debts of the Crown 
were twice diſcharged. by. Atts f Parliament without pay- 
ment: ..1z his tie, his Proclamations were zzade equal with 
of Parliament, Iz his. ties, his.: Children, 4. both. 
MBATKIAGES, that of Quar -» Katherine of Spain;! and: hat with. 


Ange Botlen, were. Wlared ilegitimate, .avd;that by Ads; 
of Parhament, though -by the rp of God ozly one told be 


Jo. Tn his time, the Lands of. tbe Univerſites "ns Hoſpitals 


had been, given hari the, Parliament, if he had been pleaſed - 
zo.accept of them,  .Savery. liberal obeſe: Parliamggts were-of 
what 4s nar oat of thetr Own Pm 655, 4x8 ſofurfrom bang 
4 {courity to the. lubjeQ, againſt his 'greatefi exorbitances. 
[ 


YNNXIX 


1 meddte not with any of his or their perſonal faults, becanſe 

1 wn wpivilling to engage on ſo unpleaſing' an" m_ 
ment any farther than *the ext geney of my-\Cauſe 

'ves 'mme" to ao fo. Hd" that ages torcerm ue'l to 
"fhew howlittle reverence" #5" \due 'F0 _ as vv + cray ; 
tors. , " 

* $ XVIIL. BUT, God be pr raiſed,, we are now rail Que x11. 
with a better and more tolerable Supremacy than that was. the 5: -=3 
= next Proteſtant Princeſs 2. Elizabeth, was prevailed on to (7. "ith mo 

ſs dethe T foes cory! yur to propoſe and adniit Principles 
of # better © EXP hon *phe'$ of "And that 
upon account of the wer wh wh "i of ſhe had 
not doneſo. So we areinformed by a Letter of Dr. Sandsto- 

Dr. Parker preſerved by Bbc Air He' alſo tells as the 

Perſon, who prevailetl on her to do ſo. Mr. Lever, ſays he, ns 

por ſuch a [Cocudle into- the 'Queen's Head, that ſhe p. 1: ». 1 b 

would not take the 'Fitle of Suptcam Head. The Bi- Col nm 

ſhops; as it'is aid," will nor ſwear td it asiit'is, butrather 

loſe their Livings, The occaſion ſeems to' be, that now the 

Succeſſion: falling to a Woman, it ſeemed very indecent to 

believe her an Original of Sacerdotal Power, who was, by 

ber 'Sex, 106 gpacit ated for exerciſing ay Sacerdotal Af; | 

to believe that @ Right of Ekdodmnicetion could be te 

rived from her, who was 'ow"rhe "ſame account, unqualified 

to confecrate the Euchariſt, aud togive the Communion, 

though they who had the Right had\ grven her that power ;- 

that ſhe -cowld be the Head of Sacerdotal Power t0'others, who 

was mot capable of bting'a' Sacerdotal Head at: all.. For the 

Apoſtles* Reuſoning hblas- concerning this Sacerdotal Head- 

ſhip, which" is the principle" of myſtical Unity, that zhe 

Man i» general is as much' the "Head of the Woman in ge- 

eral; as the Head of the 3: "gi 5 'Chrilt, and. the Head of 

Chriſt 3+ God. Theſe thing's,) n0' doubt, gave the Papiits 1 
Joo of tragical Dielawain bs then, 4s. ks Books ſhew they 

a after c” ' Nor was'the ſcandal oy given: tothe Papiſts, 


bit to the'Proteſtants' alſo, who! returned. from their mc 
with: 


% 2288s 


i Eſ/jz. 1. 


with a. teal 7. ; for | the. Geneva Diſcipline, after . the 


- $roublesvat Frankford, as the others.could pretend to for the 
Papal: ti Andaccordingly,. it was a Proteſtant: that per ſwaged 
+her.#0 lay. afidethe.1 ite. of Supream Head, or . rather. not 
to reſume it afterzt had. beep led: #ſide-by her Siſter: How- 
ever the Supremacy it /e!f ſhe did reſume, but with ſuch ar 
Explication- as: »nade 1t . thence forward talerable. **T he. Su- 
premacy: it ſelf. ſhe reſumed:as it had been praQtifed: former- 
ly by her Father", and ber Brother, , as ar. as. by any Spiri- 
tual or.E ticakPgwer! or- Authority had heretofore 
bech,'or might lawfully: be exerciſed. or. uſed... So the 


- orlls of the. AG) ru, wherein {he alſo revives the AQt of 
37 Hen. VHI-+17: as far as it concerned the Prattiſc of 


Eccleſiaſtical Fariſdiction by Lay Dottors of the Civil Law. 
She alſo reſarmed'd Power of i(ſning eut Commiſſions for EXEL- 


 c:{ing Eccleſiaſtical: Jurillliction, aud -of giving our Injun- 
Qhions' as formerly." Thus the Caſei ftoog 19! her ficlt Parlia- 


ment, nibich'beg ati Jan«2:34 and was diſſolved; May 8. 'of 
the year 155 9." Which things if they had held, had -been little 


. elſe beſides the "abatement of « word. But her InjunQtions 


. themſelves followed" that ſame year, aſter the diſſolution. of 


. the Parhament, wherein (he:remits of +he things. t hemfelves, 


at leaſt. wih neference:to the Qatli,. which ;was firſt introduced 


i this:Parlrament, in the form wherein we uſe it aow... In 


.7:unt.by Queen #heſe TNjUncrtions, {be forbids her Subjects to give car to. thoſe 


&.11Z, Edition by 


E1ill 
{, 


0p Sparrow Who maliciouſly laboured to notifie to her loving SubjeRs, 


77+. 75. 


how by words 'of -the ſaid Oath 'it .may. be. collected, 
that the Kings or.Qucens of: this Realm, ' Poſſeſlors of . the 
Crown,” thay challenge Authority. and Powgr.of Mwniſtery 
of Divine Service inthe:Churchz\ She therefore; tells then, 
that her Majeſty neither-doth, nor never will challenge any 
ther Authority +hax'under God, to have the JOVEreUgns 
and Rule over :.all manner. of. Perſons'born within; awd 
her Realms; Dominions.and Countries, \.of . wit eltate, 
either Ecclefiaſticalor. Temporal, ſoeverthey. be, -{oa5\.g0 
other. forcign -Power:{hall,- or ought- to have*any. ſupe- 
riority 


F006, err e_ eons Ae__—_————_ "if . 


riority over them. She tells them therefore that, if any Per» 
ſon that hath conceived any other ſenſe of the form of 
the ſaid Oath ſhall accept the ſame Oath with this interpre- 
tation, ſenſe or meaning, her REY is well pleaſed to ac- 
cept every. ſuch in. that behalf, -as her good'and obedient 
SubjeRs, and ſhall acquit them of all manner of Penalties 
contained 1n the ſaid AQagainſt ſuch as ſhall peremptorily 
or obſtinarely refuſe- to take the ſame Oath. 


$XIX. HERE #s a fair Legal Interpretation a> rar =xptice- 
tion dilcharges us 
now from 
obligation to be- 


Oath, was impoſed, perfettly diſcharging us, who have been 7c. 


lowed by the Regal Authority it ſelf, for whoſe ſake. the 


Concerned in t,. row the Be 


KIA 


Principles themſelues, and therefore from meaning any ſach ng 


Aenſe of i as atherniſe might have folowed, and indeed rauſt, 


if the taking of the Oath had neceſſarily ſuppoſed our belie 
;þ thoſe Pls Here we find thoſe Principles prac 


to have ever been, the Senſe of the Legillators, even.in the 
time” of Kong. Henry the V11L. or AE ward the VI. 
The Queen,” i the ſame Tnjunttion, - calls it 4 ſiniſter per- 


ſwaſion, az perverſe conſtruction to think it was ſo. We 
need not now. diſpute . how true this aſſertion was for the 
time paſt. It is ſufficient for our purpoſe, | that from the, 


time. of this Injunction we are xot; obliged co mean '#./0,. 
how plarn | er it may: ſeem to be ſ cd 7: the. Ats re. 


vhved by. her, Tet what I have pe ſaid, is ſufficient to 
ſhew how unſteady 'the Legillators were 2n urging the belief 


of theſe ge i 03 them who took this. Oath, even when 


the Words of the Laws themſehves did ſeem moſt literally 
aid naturally to import them in the Senfe. of the Legillators 
themſelves. I have already obſerved the Paper ſabſcribed by 
Cromwell ad Cranmer himſelf, contrary to their'own Do- 


3 <trine 7» che height of Cromwell's Power. 1 have obſerved 
7 hat Cromwell's op:nion, that Lay-men' might conſecrate the 
, Euchatiſt, was /o odious, ever in King Henry's Reign, that 
þ # was 9ads an Article againſt hinrfor his Attainder. So. 
= to 7n the Reformatio Lezum  Ecclefiaſticarum,. whereiz vefor. Leg. rc 

FS." IJ ARCLS. , EDM 4 Ce EXCO1u, C. 2. 
(g ) Cran- 
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De offic. & 
rild, omn, Jug, .. 


Nig the King, within, his own Dominions,. 
J-- Turiſdiftionem, over the Biſhops «2d Clergy, as well Eccle- 


 Etanmer had'a 'princi pal hand, driivn as jp the later td 


' of King Bawar the 1th, the Power the Keys, is owned 


70" have been given by C rift co the Church, and the 
Power of Adnihiftring the Sacraments, and of Excommu- 
nieation' #5 aſſerted 'to"the Miniſters and Governors of the 
Chirches, az4 they are aflowed to be the Judges who are 
fo b admitted'to. the Holy Table, and who are to'be reje- 
&ted, notwithſtanding the Laws made in that ſame Reij #: 
preſeribing to the Miniſters what they were to do" in 


| = Caſes:; - notwithſtanding the words of the now nent 


,” ay even of that very Colle&tion' '2 pcs ;_ expreſ 
mam 


fiaftical as Civil, ad that both Juriſdiftions "are derived 
from itn as from one and the fame Fountain. This Re- 
formatio was" intended to have been confirmed iz Parliament 
(accor ry. fr ro ſo many Afts made concerning it ) if the Kings 
Cearh 4 dren it. Whether theſs things be | 
cilable; or not; ” am not now concerned. It is ve ry poſſible 
that the ſame Legiſlators may own that 7 FM, conſe- 
quence, which they do diſown in expreſs' ters. And in 
jogb. a Caſe; the: ſecureſt way for 'the SubjeAt, who Cannot. 


es ke ro Cornlttadittions, wil be," Fri KEW condly ved 


«wig prey than” by their t 

xe ſequences, e they 'are not Flee og Fei 
where thoſe-profeſſions are tgrecable to" that Pract which 
i# notoriouſly allowed by - the Legiſlators themſelves. Al- 
lowed PraQtiſe is granted. by all to be ſufficient toabro ate. 
« Vi," much 'more;"to interpret rhe Leg Ll pe ; 
Caſe of an ayTiVoaits Indeed it "ts the Conch ns and P, > 
iſe F: the Legiſlators "that is the Law. Their Reaſon-. 
ings are ſo,0' hve than as they clear their Senſe, whe it does 
»ot otherwiſe appear oo clearly from theirw hot: Fe Js Froctis. 
And it mn ws have very notorious in & that. 
men who disBelieved the ſaopinidas] - Archbiſhog Soon . 
were notwithſtanding admitted bi Ov nr to. take 


> the 


the Oath of Supremacy, and thereupon to enjoy all the 
Priviledges:aud Immunities of Perſons who had fully anſevered 
all the ends propoſed by. the Government 14x the wnpoſition 


- of it, when the: Queen takes it for ſo groundleſs -« Teandal, 


to imagine:that the owning of thoſe Principles was"expe- 
Qed from ſuch as would veracioully take the Oath, ever 
then when the words 'of the Legillators ſeemed ſo plainly to 
ſuppoſe that the Legillators themſelves did believe thoſe Prin- 
ciples true.. Bat: whatever the Legullators themſelves thought \ 
it hence appears Tvery plainly that they did not oblige thoſe who 
would be willing to take the Oath, to think i3'this particular, 
as they did: And if this was not required then, when the 
Legiſlators did believe theſe Principles true, and the words 
of the Law aid 0 lainly ſap oſe z #0 ao fo, \ and it Was, 
even in their Practile, manifeſt that they did not require” ; 
much more we have. reaſon 'to believe it *not*required'now, 
when not only the like. liberty in PraQtiſe has continued, even 
to our own times, bat we are withall ſo expreſly diſcharged 
from all- engagements to believe thoſe Princi pie true, by that 
very ſame Authority, for - whoſe intereſt the Oath was firſt 
framed and impeſed, - and when we have withall fo' Authentical 
an Inter pretation gruen. as, by the ſame Authority, of what 


$& 4 . 


is. ewpetted from us, ſo fully * ſatisfattory to the ends of the 
Government, and yet withall ſo free from any thing that may 
ſeem. to. imply our belief of thoſe Principles wich would 
hav? i made the Qath' indeed intolerable, and inconſiſtent 
with thas hearty zeal which we all owe in the firſt place, to our 
Church a»d (orgy eh ID. JIQ EROS! 
4 XX, T WO: things the Queen "texpreſsly infits on as whac we 
things intended to be meant by all who 6's Ce Oath 2#en requires , 


we can fincere!y 


ſincerely. and veracioully. And thoſe are pornts making undertake, aud 
conſiderably for the .intereit ad ſecurity of the Crown, and wwniris the! 
which \bave formerly been diſputed, "and" are therefore worthy 1hhums © 
and iis tobe the matter of an Oath: ' Firft, that oar Princes : 
havetbeSqveraignty and Rulevver 4!/ Perſons born ?z their 
Domunions;” as / wel/\ Eccleſiaſtical 'as Civil. This 'was 4 

ws NIN? AE EE © 2 LAG thin? 
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a A .. 


rbing diſputed by Anſelm ad Becket, and decided againſt 
them as well by the concurrence of their own*Order of the 


i tance #3 the. Circamſtances of Kjng H d 
—_— firſt Princes of NZ RehagE ta them of 
the Allegiance of that part of. their SubjetFs who, as they 
pleaded exemption from them, ſo had ſworn Allegiance 70 
the Popes,with whom thoſe Princes werethen in open Hoſtility. 


Tothis'they were obliged nor only by the general Laws of our 
Chriſtian Sabaiog,! which gave them no exemption bt 


the Laws did got -\fo ;- but by the particular Laws of onr 
Countries, 0 account. of the Baronies and Lay-fees, of 
which the chief of them: were generally poſſeſ'd. The other 
Point wasy that no other foreign Power, ought to have any 
ſuperiority. over the born SubjeRs. of theſe Realms. This 
had alſo 4 point antiently: diſputed in the Caſe of Wil- 
frid, a»d-in the Statutes of Proviſors 25 Edw. the II. and 
of Premunare. 16 Rich..che IT. ayd was of wery great im- 

ce.ix the diſputes between our Reforming Princes and 
the Court of Rome. Theſe two- areall the Queen inſiſts on, 
and in the aſlerting of both theſe. Rights . toour Princes, ne 
do as heartily, agree,.- as our Legillators themſelves cam de- 
fire we ſhould 'do.. And in aging ſo, our  Adverſaries them- 


ſelves cannot deny, but that we = the ends of the Lepi- 
. 


{lators,.i» impoling this Oath, to: very © material oſes. 
For my part, 1, think, we ſerve all -the neceſſary ny ok 
cording to the Senle of. the I egillators themſelves. They 
ao frequently profels 4 deſign, at » of "Innovating, but of 
aſſerting only 'Antient ; 4d Original Rights/ owned by the 
Laws themſetves, betore thoſe later Diſputes concerning the 
Supremacy. And, if they.were ſincere iz profeſſing ſo, 1 
cannot ſee any reaſon they had to intend more. Th e two 
Rights ow mentioned, had really been antiently aſſerted to the 
Crown, oz occaſion of antient Diſputes rhat had been Rtarted 
concerning them. But where can. our Adverſaries pretend any 
e/der Diſputes concerning the validity of Lay Deprivations, 


that gave any occaſion for antient Laws, ſtill in fotce for aſſer- 


ting 


kccleſiaſticks, as. of the States. And it was apoint of great 
IT 
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ring them valid? Where can they find the whole Legiſlative 
Power - united in aſſerting" any ſuch Right of Lay Depri- 
vations, or © of the. we ae fo frequent in the Taws 
of thoſe times, that all Eccleſiaſtical Authority was derived 
from the King ? Where could they find Commiſſions given 
to Laymen fech as Cromwell was, by the Lay Prince em- 
powering to exerciſe all ſorts of Spiritual Cenfures? There 
zs ſo little appearance of any Antient Diſputes, or Antient 
Laws . made concerning thele things, that there is no likelihood 
that they did, or could, require the belief of their opinions 
in this matter, if they only" intended to revive the ' aſſerting 
of Antient Rights. Azd for the. eppoſition made then by . 
the Crergy, perfettly ſubdued. them, and might, if 
they had pleaſed, have impoſed theſe Opinions on them. They - 
wight, if he; had. thought fit, have inſerted them into the 
Form of the Oath of - Supremacy -#t- ſelf. They might 
otherwiſe have impoſed it 0# all the Biſhops to have ti 
out the like Commiſſions as Biſhop Bonner and Archbiſhop 
Cranmer did. And there was very little dowbt of the con- 
currence of the Laity, who might then have carried it in 
Parliament, when the Authority .of the Clergy was ſo broken 
by the Przmunire and the {urrendry, if ther? had been any 
deſign of attempting it. Bat neither of theſe things having 
been attempted, it ſeems to argue that, though they were 
willing to keep this Opinion ix ſome reputation, fo” keeping 
the Clergy under thoſe Depreſſions to which they had reduced 
them; yet" they had not, even: themſelves, the confidence to 
impoſe: the belief of it' 0 the Clergy, nor to make it any 
part of that: Supremacy, Jor the Security of which the "Oath 
was made. This reaſon there was for believins the Queens - 
affettion true, even for the time paſt, th:ugh what fhe ſaid 
ad been conſidered without the Authority of the Perſon that 

delivered it. © Wecan: hardly ' fappoſ her 7210Y aztt, either of 
the fats or: the deſigns with which they were tranſatted" in - 
the days: of her, Father and her Brother. Tet I aw apt to 
think that her comparing the 47, v8 fd aſſumed by her 
{elf,. with that which had been challenged by her FOI 
| | Brother, 


XLYI 


F | Brother, does. not ſo much imply that her Supremacy was 
"UF as bad as theirs, as that it was not worle, This later mean- 
bY 5 ing was very appoſite #0 her poſe in: urging it 0» the Popiſh 


0 Buhops ,. who. hed owned it in her Father and Brothers 
| | times, when it was ) worie than what was now expedited 
from them. But from the time ſhe: put out this Injuniti- 

on, and downwards, her own Authority is ſufficient to aſ- 

fare us, whatever it was. then, that it 45 not required now. 
Eſpecially when. ſeconded. by the other Authorities which we 

all produce ber EN 1t7 WE E '? | 

1 The Queen's - $1 NRL. BUT 4 7s. obſervable by the way, that, by the 
ml Tjanftien excuſes Queens explication, the Supremacy over Spuritual-Perſons 


ing to the Supre- #5 All that is SWOrn to, .not that, which is expreſsly men- 
$7 rs) Peſos i oy in a”, 74 woo is a wn; __ urs 
| Spiritgal! w e eMEER eHES 1 7 &; {atish 5 | thoſe CWO 3 | $ 
! | included. F4 the- Qath, Avant of all Ge cs 
pendences, ..end; her Sovereignty at home © over all her 
Subjects, as.well Spiritual as Temporal. She requires 0 
more for diſcharging Perſons who can go ſo far, from all the 
Penalties. of the ACt by which the Oath was impoſed. That 
theſe two may. be. xeconciled, it will be requiſite that -nomore 
be included in the Oath" than is in hs -Injunttion, | and 
therefore that no Spiritual Cauſes be meant ix ithe' Oath, but 
ſuch as' are abſolutely neceſlary to be included, in order to 
the rendring the Supremacy over Spiritual Perſons praQi- 
cable. Such are all thoſe Temporalties, which, on account of 
kbeir.. being - of their own; natare- Teraporalties, muſt there- 
fore «be. ſuppoſed to have: been Originally the Magiſtrates 
Right, | a#d are therefore only. called  Spirituals,.\;na/much 
as they \arey. by. the favour of the Magiſtrate, annexed to 
Spiritual Offices ard Spiritual Perſons... For this is a 
knows Notion of this. Word inour Laws, that all the 
-T empora -» that. wet annexed to Spirituals are, for 
at, reaſon, called Sprrituals wlſo. - So the Biſhops Lord- 
gk, eabey + Baroniea;thrin\ Benckie's-trevd raed. Spi- | 
ritual, \.So the Honours and Revenues" alſo of the inferior 
> x8 x. 4-4 the Legal Priviledges ro which they are in- 
$24:30:6 | tituled 


. 


tituled TR Tenures.'. $9 the. C auſes alſo which, being 
originally. Political , have notwithſtanding been permitted to 
Spuritual Juriſdittion, of this ſort: are all Canſes Matrimo- 
mal az4Feſtamentary, which belonged to Secular Courts 
before the-Converſion of Princes\.to"the Chriftian Religion. 
And upon atrount of this name” of Spiritual, which 15 \gi- 
ven t0 things of "this nature -in"our Laws, it 'is, that the 
ſame Laws refer wagir cognizance #0 $ iritual+ Courts and 
Spiritual Juri{dietions. - And indeed-:the generality of the 
Cauſes: ow _ oy wn Spiritual Courts, were'originally 
on this Eg of their-owmn-nguture Temporal, and 
ly ctr conv gnizance. ' Ter, when the 

Cn inked os mption; ad allowed x0: appeals 

018" a9. es as in atiy of 'the matters then permitted to 
their Juriſdition, «leſs when themſelves were pleaſed to 
Tj their Criminals over to the Secular Arm, this Pra- 
left 'rhe- "Secular Prince 0 ——_ in. = many. Cafes 


LIEN 
gta 


"it had'been. 

his hee av 
again leſs tolerable G $3 — Magiſtrate 0 this ac- 
count, that the very the Clergy, on account of 
their being' taken | for-Spi ] 3*the eſtimation of the Law, 


were 'wholly exempred* a princes dane} of- the 'La 
Courts,” <tgr: when gu from 'Secular'\Crimes, unleſs rhe 


Spiritual Judges were pleaſed ro' give them up ito the Secus - 


lar Arm, LEE their having g ff graded. them, and there- 
by deprived them of their Claim to nails, 0 account 
4 their being aken' for S piritual Perſons,» There was rea- 


on for-theſe owny ys "hew they "were irft. granted by 


Chriſtian Princes,” fall of their new zeal: for rhe excellent | 
Religion #pon their firlt embracing it.. It had: been pra- 


Qtiſed by the Jews, and from them: received by the: Chri- 


ftians, before the Converſion” of Princes, evez ix the times = 


of the Apoſtles. | (Even/\then''# Brotheriwas not. permitted 


to 0 go7 fo Law with-« Brother*before "Infidel! Judges. = 
cou 


NG ROIny 
ulgence 
Proms Predeceſffors... =— grievance was 


- _ ? s ” 
. 
l — 
— 
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-allow off. it (as. thiak Exattns himſelf. has firſt —__ 
aA, when he allows then, hinſol) he 6, andto ſu 


no any by 


could be no:other than Secular. Cauſes that Infidel Judges 


were allowed to determine. The name uſed by St. Paul, who 
. calls them rin, implies they were ſo, as alſo the neanne(s 
. of the Perſons by bims. allowed to Ke 


Concerning __ 


une to it, 
w 
award. of their own Eccleſiaſtical. — to be wil rnene 


Even -our Saviour himfelf. ſeems  t 


as Heathens and Infidels, that is, tobe as freely proſe- 


cuted in Heathen Courts as Infidels--ight be, when Brethren 


;uhba the poet People.- my ſecular cogroperfer with 
th [4 


as that. Tatide 
not Akon) $4 on giver forth why Tufirmities > 
who were to be as yy erred _ who mere not of 
the Jane | —_ 


porn - Orgs ——_— ru = 


thoſembd; -at leaſt, profels chemſehves Chri- 
0 ap #n. our \ preſent Secular Courts, 
The C 24re/ | el, to be. as exemplary to 04r 


Chriſtian Deetboas herLaityirnow, 4s all Fn in 
geiicral were then-. d-to bein relation to, the 
ps ing "' d 
conceal the the Clergy from the Lay Judges 
of our Secylar Courts, as it mes then to conceal the Indi: 
mities. of Chriſtians: 4# genzral from the Gentile _ 
And the grants of tht Emiperotst0 this parp \1are. _ 
to authorize them to prattsſe the ſame: way. 
by confining ſuch Cauſes *0..#he Audicatia. | piſopalis 
45 they had praiſed before . any Indulgences .from-Princes. 
Ner \ was. this liberty abuſed, or like #0, be ſo, whilſt the 
Fr gy bad 20 for 2n wer Juch: as they were. poſ- 
= K nay uet only in. King \Henry the # Iliths 
Long tefore þim,' when \tbeſe Diſputes concerning 


Exemptions 


\* 


Exemptions mere firſt ſtarted. It was in Caſes where the 
ſcandal might be avoided by | ſuch a Judgment of dior 
well-aifected ad concerned for their Order, not in aſe, 
of open, hoſtility to ' their Prince, None Tuch Fore , ever" 
protetFed by their Priviledge in. the firſt Ages ext "the Cons 
verſion. TAY the DE. to our SR, "Religion. 


ers own defekre) a þ wo reſiitne $hthy 
antient Riſe: as to take better ſecurity than hat bein! gruen 
— that their favours might not be perverted againſt 
the iniereſts* of the Lay Power by. which they had been 611- 
ginally granted,. Thus it appears had than Aﬀts of Parlia- 
ment were really truG cpmcerniy all the, Juriſdiftion” of 'the 
ritual: (ourtoronrien "the {ec ulars: Ceced to Spiel «YN 
Þ a even "In the 'S pirita _ Cauſes, Sn VT the nf Fn [ 
nces, 


Yak of 
yet the Ri iebt of 
ral Coercions. was the 


grants of. the. SL \ 
F the Spiricual ul 0h Get p23 th rank 4 of f Orig 
cular Vght, "and therefore teſumable' 4z Pr 
they . Jhdge it "nece ay for-.; their 09 Preſervation. 
And fo far hoſe # * was necella ary to reſume it, and juſtifiable 
£00, AS 7 for reducing Spiritual Perſons 7s 
a NG: inal h -S © tion # in Temporal, . or which a 
 ANneXe Wa IS were «bu dantly tf 

ly react Hhein ta the GarnEfab- 
| De ' before thoſe favours weye 
Ay the Seculat Magiſtrate. Azd more thaz that 
Nl jafth challey e "as his due. Theſe therefore are 
"OA piritual Ca Gor th es be meant. in the Oath by 
on NO ween Elibab beth,. and will in. ſome > ſenſe 
Spiritua lag” it al Spiritual Cauſts, 4s 


there 


XLIX, 


th ere was. a mixture of both Powers in-. the Proceedings 
Big of the Spiritual. Courts of thoſe times. And this is the 


p L ; {\ Exptevig of the word Spiritual g gfpens as I remember, þ 

Sir John D ay yes 47 ; Lalor” 5 Caſe, Bat this' will" not ; Jah 

3 the Magaltrates - 4 ſurming what "never belon ng toh 

3 | intermeadling with matters of Faith, ' aud wit Crimes. joel 

Cc 11; | barely as” Crimes 'injarious to the State, but as Scandals 
| to. 0ur Religion. ach leſs will it Jaſtifie his preſuming to 


give Commiſſions for inflicting Spiritual Cenfures. Frome 
. J th belief of f the allowablenels. of theſe things the Queens 
"M Explication will falb, diſcharge 45. Tet without theſe t bings 
F he. 194 never pretend t0 a Power of depriving our Biſhops of 
| their: Spiritual Power, nor of abſolving »s from'our duty 
to them-as ,over us 1n_ the Lord.- 

, | This Injunftion _ » XXIk. NOR. there any reafon to doubt of the ſuffi- 


of Queen Eliza- | 
beth Bill in force, CIEN of this. Exphicatigr the Queen for ſatisfying our 
is Seng of hy Paphah, ork Tien oy [rig 7 
Feet rſt ſet forth. T an Ve well a aware 'o of the pretences of 
the viotent:Party concerning the Canons of 1640, which yet our 
ableſt and; moſt impartial i Þ think to be ſtill in force, 
[ndoed! the. whole SN Le: ity: {(ticals has beep, 
all.ohe Ate made 7 in font velbed in the King wk 
| 4, / 
out. $g ” Anens, ''0] th a 6. * . Apa actore 
I "Five s 1 #1 Ju Sabi Yeew abpays tho ght 
| bh Motews hg iving Authority 70-themr- without any Conhir- 
| mation. zu ; Pirllamane, 7 vd that not any for 4 his own 


time,.. but for ng Fill, '4 Rey 

[ | which bs - #20 _aoubts 
i 
ae 1tl a { ity Ve 
th <0 e. them) 0 aſa, CR [afro if 
FY | | Fo Hlaabeth for the wt, and. of K wg James the 
Sea lap ter ? Nor was it counted. png forth this fare 

- if ethe ar Pat I fithn the NE 
| SED ta rati {&ch. Ecclel ke wated 
[62 710 eg? ret: bould be coun was nece ſary | 


the. fame 
nabhs 


t Fits " 


E 


hat 4 Bar. 
liament 


liament ſhould be at the ſame time, when the Parliament 
was uot m=ceflary for their confirmation.” The A& for the 
Kings Authority 7 Goon, Conſtitutions Eccleſiaſti- 
cal 25 Hen. VUL. 19., requires no more oliringngn than 
that of the K And þ '»z James theT.- LI his Contr 
firmation Wh £.* ans. 0# that AQ, which 240 ue "thinks 
extin ro wiſhed with his Perſon. There might * Mock "more 
prefiniled for the neceſſity of a Parliament ſitting at the 
{ame time with the Convocation antiently, than can be 
now. © Then the Clergy atted., _Parliamentarily, . and had 
their Members, in bo th ouſes. Tet not Jo, but that. even 
then pve have cn Cl Synods diftini? * rom the Parlia- 
ment; "Now the Convocation, eve in Parliament tine, 
is notwithſtanding 4 diſtin Body, ard 4 diſtin&t Aſſembly 
from it, ſince the Clergy. ave been excluded from the lower 
Houfe, . 2d the Biſhops ſit 2 the upper Houſe, r4ther- 077 
account of their Baronies. than their Spiritual. ] urifaition. 
And their mecting and ating wholly bends on the Plea- 
ſure of the Prince, and, 5s . ot confined to , Parljament 
times in the AS: now mentioned. T ſee not therefore "why the 
TnjunRions / may not by counted Eccleli ALical Law, till, on 
the, account 'of the Regal Authori ty oy by. which they vere. let 


forth, and why the EX lication TPen. in aw? \the Oath of 
I remacy may ot tilt be alloreed a AS ag good. Gigs _ Fj 
SE rhe [- 


e regurſite that the Oath have F ; certain Exp 


carion; the, Qath, cannot. "be efteemed a more temporar y 


thing than the Oath, it elf is. This, a. leaſt, will be rea- 
| for 7h that bl, Senfe be” $54 for. "the "trus Senſe. « of the 


3 4 32d 


"that we need. Lefire, The FEE oo acy 40, the 


"King in. the ACh, now mention 
Hi 08, the  furgendry: of - 
reamble oh 2 Aa zt jel 


Bo PHIL "wa ; 


oo Lok ith E. Ra ro aa. Avorher PARAate, he 
.0 tt 
3 hk Gi Jet 1118 'S this  ſoild 6 Fg hot, we have 


| ray, 4s Dp "From IR 
i th hat ot ore Was” ſurrendred 


AA ono) io OEKT: ag ty 


The E plicati- 


'all ” Oe Eee 0 ” jos P grheulas of the Inj un LONS 97 in the Jnjun- 


Ations authorized 
by our Church in 
nr XXXVIIth 
$ Article. 


0p the Clergy, hat 4 we was the power that by p'' At was 
2d in the. FOWD, But Concerning. the Senſe of the 
FEA endry, . _jrome can I wppoſed more competent Witneſſes 
Hs the B Fords which the ſur rendry. was made, Eſpecial- 
ty, mbes F $& \ are the Oath” 75 explained by the lergy 
th Wo ont) ly allow but Authorized, by the Regal power, 
to which the SAY ry was Mmade,:. Upox this account we 
me have reaſon to believe the Explication ſo given to be 
the eriſe of both parties concerned in the Jurrendry, ang to 
be as elf accepted by the Prince, .4s Sven, by the Clergy ; 
which, fy wars $i wi be ſufficient .t9 ſatisfy, all the reaſonable 
Scriiples that can be in this matter. At leaſt f, the Tudg- 
ies of our. Church muſt . needs be ſatis actory, and 4 
faificient Authority to explain _her own lenle in this matter, 
and 60 ye what liberty : may be allowed. Member of our 
Chur it it, confi ſtently with. the principles of his Com- 


munion, and his Pretentions of beins a Member of it ; ; and. 


withall, how other Ads of the ſame Church are to be inter- 
preted. 4nd.the ſenſe of our Church of England borh cox- 
cerning the. Oath, - ava the now-mentioned InjunCit N, 
manifeſt in her xxxviith Article. .' So {be. there teaches ws: 
Wher kts Oats to the Queens Majeſty the! chief Go- 
vernment (by which Titles we underſtand the minds 
of : OP dan; EN folks to be offended) we. give'not to 
our Princes T miniſtring, either of Gods word, or of 
the Sacraments, the -which thing the Injunctio alſo 
lately.,fet forth by Elizabeth our Queen do, moſt plainly 
reſtity:But that on oy Prerogative which we ſceto haven 
NE to alt "Go Prices 6 in Hal "Seri ptures b 
imſelf,, that is, Ny, they ſhould tale eſtaihs and 
degrees committed to their charge WG God, whether they 
be Eccleſiaſtical, or Temporal, aud reſtrain with the Ci- 
vil {ſword the. ſtubborn a > ey Fi doers. © - Laere we have the 
by lication iz the Tmun&ions approved oy our Chir ch her 
who. gives us" the fame "Fe E in her own W *ords exe- 
hs "and is fully ſatisfied with our "believing: the Prince's. 
Reel to govern botlr ſorts: of Perſons. BY this we may 


oo 


alſo know her meaning in the words immediately preceding, 
where ſhe mentions all Cauſes, hat ſhe did mean only ſuch 
Cauſes 2: were-abſolutely neceſlary for making the Prince's 
Right'perfectly prafticable for governing zhe Perſons of the 
Ecclefaſticks. . We are atſo here clearly and expreſsly dil- 
charged from all Obligation zo believe Archbiſhop Cran- 
mers ſingular Opinion, azd conſequently from the beliet of 
that Supremacy which was grounded oz that Opinion ; 
without which, 1 do' not ſee how our Adverſaries can ever be 
able to-juſtify the: validity. of +heſe Lay-deprivations. And 
nont, that T know of, doubts but that this Article, - at leaſt, of 
our Church” does as math concern our times, as thole where- 
in it was firſk made. © 
$6 XXIV. YET further, that no Authority may be , The fame Fr. 


fication of the 
wanting, we have  this- ſame Explication iz the Injunctions pun con 
expreſsly referred to, ' and ratified in, a» AX of Parlia- 5s o& "paris 
ment of the ſame Reign of Qzeen Elizabeth, fill in force 
and unrepealed. © The words ' are thoſe: Providedallo, that 
the Oath expreſſed in the faid At made in the firſt year 
{hall be takenand expounded- in ſuch form as is ſet forth 


-iv-an Admonition annexed to the Queens Majeſty's Yn- 


junctions publiſhed in; the- firſt! year-.of her MajeltYs 
Reigh : That - is to ſay, to confeſs; and: acknowledge in 
her Majeſty, 'her Heirs and Succeſfſors, none. other Autho- , .;... . 
rity than that was challenged and lately uſed by the 
noble King Hemnry the VIII. and King Edward the VT. as 


iQ the faid Admonition more plainly. may appear. The 
word Admonition:ss taten fromthe Title of that particular 
Tnjun@ion, (wherein it isftiled : an Admbnition.to ſimple 
Men,deceived by. Malicious,) that there may be no:doubt, bat 
that the ' forementioned . Injunction is intended: z this AGF, 
And that the Sapremacy here aſſumed by the Queen, and [aid 
70: be)the ſame that'imas chalengedand latcly uſed by Kzzg 
Henry h+//TFH.rund Rong: Edward the IL) may not be [0 wn- 
der ſtood," 25 16 exchide thei benefit of - the: Interpretation here 
reterred ta,  Inueed" ſuch a rigorons Conſ/ruction had been 
perfectly. 


perfeftly to overthrow the whole Deſign of the Att zz re- 


ferring to it, But that very Expreſſion #s «ſed in the In- 
junftion ' #t ſelf, from whence the Parliament 7Zook zt, and 
therefore, is to be 'nnderftood in > conliltent with the 
reſt of the IrjunQtion'; axd therefore, in iy ſenſe. conſiſtent 
with the 'renunciation of © that >ſingular Opinion. of , Arch- 
biſhop Cranmer, how much ſoever it may ſeem to have been 
ſuppoſed zz the words of the Acts, and to have been therefore 
the private ſenſe of the Legiſlators themſelwes. Tet they, as 
well as the Queen ber ſelf, think it was. never. the T.egillators' 


deſign (even in thoſe Reigns,: where:it ſeas indeed to have 


been their: ſenſe.) to impoſe; the belief of it onthoſe whofbould 
take the Oath. This muſt neceſſarily have been their ſenſe 
when they refer 1 to the InjunQzion. 4s expreſſing that ſenſe 
of the Supremacy ' which they allowed and -.approved.. This 
muſt make the Explication'17z the. Inyunion: theirs ,. ad 
conſequently muſs make the true defign'of this AA as full to 
our purpoſe as the Injunttion 7 ſelf. I veed not now. add 
to this Authority, the * Explication #4 the Supremacy by 
Archbiſhop Uſher, and approved of by Kzng James the I. 


= "Much leſs 'the Opinions of the generality of -oar | Divines* 


Pre the beginning of Queen. Elizabeth bs rg Opi- 


nion "of Archbiſhop Cranmer,t without: which. (as 1 have 
{bewn ) it is izapoſſible:for \ our Adverſaries ts-'prove the vali- 


dity of Lay Deprivations. What ſome of them have rea- 


{oned from the Caſe of | Solomon and ' Abiathar :is the leſs 
zo be regaracd, "being neftitate of \Pranciples by whith the 
like Practiſe. Thad': # really been fach as they: think it was ) 


th be prove allomible by the Dottrine of:\ the Goſpel,i and 


the Prieſthood conftituted by. it 5 nay," bers  comtraryto their 

own Dot&rine concerning the Divine Right of: Admuniſtring 

te SACraments. ! All that can be Jaig 255; athy detending 

14at Right of. Solomon; azdcbp ping: :46:the Gaſerof 

{79 Chriſtian Magitrate mith-reg ard tothe Popul: Bios, 
ay. 


' 3h were of andther Communion, -they: may: ſeen: toi have 


[aid things conſequently apphcable*\ 79-ouvr\ preſent Eaſe: of 
4 Biſhops 


Biſhops of the fame Communion. Tet whether they 
would have ſtood by this Conſequence, ix Caſe of a Lay: De- 
privation of Proteſtant Biſhops; owr Aaverſaries themſelves 
tannot undertake, and it is much* more” probable that many of 
them woald not have ſtood by it." *\But on the other-ſide we car: 
alſo. ſay, that when they denied the Right of Adminiſtring 
the Sacraments to be derived from the Magiſtrate, they muſt 
by conſequence, deny the Right of Spiritual Government 
reſulting from the Right ' of excluding refratfory Subjects 
from the Sacraments, ad from the' Spyritual Body, and from 
the Rights annexed to that' Body of CHRIST himſelf, they 
muſt T ſay, by neceſſary conſequeme, deny this Spiritual Power 
to be the Magiſtrates Right ; they muſt, by the ſame conſe- 
quence, dexy all Right the Secular Magiſtrate ca pretend 
todeprive of this Power which was never derived from him. 
Thas there milt ve Conſequence ag ###ft Conſequence, But 
there is this differente between the two Conſequences, hat 
ours reaches the Storing Caſe fally and direttly; but it may 
be queſtioned whether that of our Adverſaries d» ſo. For 
t may well qu toned, whether, if the Lay Magiſtrate may 
proc Popiſt Biſhops- of another Communion , + i# will 
thence follow, that h# may” alſo deprive Pfroteſtant' Bithops 
of the fame Communtton; *as I [hall ſhew hereafter. 

'$ XXV. B UT the ſed Canon of the year 1603. is n ;. wie 


Tt f 
objetted againſt us: The' words are theſe: Wholbever ſhall {47944 than 
hereafter affirm that the Kings Majefty has not the ſame the 1©c-nd £0mo,; 
Authority in Cauſts Eccleſiaſtical, that the/Godly Kings 
hat "amongſt The Jews! agd Chriſtian Emperors' in the 
Primitive: Stitch,” of. impeach in” any part his Regal 
Supremacy 'in'the faid 'Canſesreſtored ro:the Crown, anc 
by "the Laws'of this Realm -therein'eſtabliſhed; ler him 
be Excommunicated” 2pſo fato,' arid. not reſtored bur only 
by-the Archbiſhop after his repefitihies andipublitk re- 

Vocatioh of thofe is 'wickpdErrors* -FB3e all PhuF 7s afirmr- 
| £0 Our Advver, jes. parpaſe is ozly this, that *our "Kin 
htve the ſame Authority in Cavſes Eccleſiaſtical that the 
Godty 


LVI 


Godly Kings had among({t-the Jews. But what that Au- 
thority was, or what the particulars of it mere, . that or 
Church does: not tell us here..  Tet\-without an enumeration 
of particulars, zone can te{l\what particulars: were. intended. 
But theſe are rather ta be\judged wel other paſſages, where 
the. ſame Church tells ms. what: that Authority was which 
ſhe thought the Godly Kings had amongſt the Jews. This 
{he her ſelf tells us -expreſly 1x the Article. She there tells as, 
tha; the only Prerogative which we ſee to have been given 
always-to all Godly-,Princes in :Holy Scriptures by God 
himſelf, is, that chey ſhould rule all. Eſtates and Degrees 
committed to their charge by God, whether they be Ec- 
clefiaſtical or 'Temporal, and reſtrain with the. Civil 
Sword the {tubbora and evil doers. 1 this Right of 
ruling. the Eccleſiaſticks be. fl that £5 Awe to the Prince 
by the Supremacy 4x Spirituals, and . that very ruling be 


 oaly a reſtraining them. with the Civil Sword ; theſe two 


things are ſo very exattly agreeable to our Dorine, that we 
can, by no means, be concerned in the cenſures mentioned in the 
Canon. 1 mizht withall mention (what 1 have already in- 
ſited on) the approbationof the Explication zz the InjunRi- 
on #n 'the ſame Article, by which we.are excuſed from be- 
licving that the Lay Magiſtrate has any, Right to deprive 
Biſhops: of their Spiritual Power, or from. believing any 
thing from whence that may be . ſolidly interred. For why 
ſhould we not interprete the tenſe of our Church ' of Eng: 

Why 


land iz her::Canons by her ſenſe in her Articles ? 


ſhould we ſuſpet# ſhe, meant to Excommunicate-her Members 
by hey Canons (where no particylars are exported) for par- 
ticularly diſowning. that. extent of Tecular 0 athority F7” 
Spirituals, which in her Articles, where ſbe ſtates the Que- 
ſtion, and tells us what ſpe takes to be the Rights of Princes as 
expreſſed [ju,the Scriptures, .{b? does not mention, a5, Right 
of: the Jewuh. Kings, nor. cou qe of our own ? We 
devy pot our Kings « Right of driving Biltiogs away. 
the Civil Sword, if 29 more be inked b from the Caſe 
0 


: LYEMo 
A Solomon 4d Abiathar. Ad 0 more can be pretended to 


if e the Right of our Kings by this Explication i» the Article. 
- This is in truth an antient Right of the Supream Power, | 
1 _ ever before it was Chriſtian. The Emperor Aurelian -had i 
Mt it, though then '« Pagan, and afterwards a Perſecutor, 
( and practiſed it with the approbation of the Primitive Church 
Y: 74inft Samoſatenus. Exile ' aud impriſonment , /and 
fr confinement z0 4 certain place ſuch as that was of Abia- 
P thar 7o Anathoth) we grant ts be Temporal Puniſhments 
I i» the Power «nd Right of him (whoever he be) who has the 


ve 3 Right. of 9anaging"the Civil Sword. But it is very plain, 
by F d$b»:this Interpretation off the Queens: Injunftion allowed 717: 

XZ #hs Article,*#h3f.oux Church did not oblige to the rigour of 
ſome. mens 1private-opinions,. and particularly not to theſe 4 
* Archbiſhop Cranmer',* concerning the. dependence of the 
-C * -<Sacordotal-Poweri'oz the Prince.-'© And Therefore, though 
be bes there have been'thoſe who ow that Caſe of | Abiathar, have 
PO Z #nferred the deprivableneſis of the Epiſcopal Power . by the 


by 
aff = 


ij & Lay Magittrate;" there is 10 reaſon to believe that ever our 
Je 4 Church z2 that Canon 7zteded to exclude all ſuch from 
x X Communion, who could not come up to the heights of theſe | 
I- X private Opinators. - The rather this is credible, becauſe I | 
O= = Pave alreauy \{hewn that even in the times of Kjng Henry v 


'C = rhe/TIL. 44d of Kjng Edward the VI. when theſe Opinions 
= were believed by the Legiflators themſelves, they xotwith- 
ſtanding bad not the confidence toimpole them. How much 
lels were they likely to-do fo under Kjnz James the I. whey 
theſe Opinions were: generally. disbelieved ? I am ſure thoſe 
Fathers yv/o. made thoſe: Canons could not, with the leaſt 
likelihood, \ pretend 'that. ix + thoſe\\'T umes of «whe Primitive 
Church, when the fir/f. Chriſtian: Emperors. gotwrned, this 
Opinion was! believed, hat al Spiritual Power was derived 
$3 from the Emperor, and was therefore deprivable by him. 
= Tet if they.did not, "they could not give this-Right of depri 
% ving Biſhops their Spiritual Power ?6!0xr-Kings,* cv2- 
3 /arring,. that; inthis \ very: ſame Re donor pretend 
(.-9 to 


LY HI 


Te Py:&ife of 


fo" give our Kings «xy other Rights than what were owned 
in the firſt Chriſtian Emperors by the Primitive Chriſtians. 


the Sevemals 9.19 XXVI. W E L L. But however onr Aawverſaries think 


OUr TICS NO Ars 
vument of the 
impoſed fenſe of 
the Le: iſiators 
ugzaiuſt KS, 


.that the fenle of the Legillators as explained by the Practiſe 
i againſt us, that Laymen have beap permitted the uſe of 
Spiritual Cenfures. Such was that: Caſe of Gromwell. 
Sch that of the Lay Civilians jtill permitted by the Spiritual 
Courts, and defended by the AQ of Parliament... Such the 
{ate Commyſſhon Court, empowered to ſuſpend axd deprive 
the Biſhop ' of London, conſiſting of Laicks mixt with Ec- 
cleſiaſticks,. anda: Tay Pretident. But Facts alone: do, b 

no means, ſignifie the mind of the Legutlators, waleſs ahovide 
approved ard agreeable to Principles. Much leſs can they 
pretend to-be Rules i» Conſcience, to the Obedience of the 
Subjects,. For Princes do many. things upon Cexigencics- of 
ſtate, which eveu themſelves do not approve, whes they: are 


free from thoſe exigencies. So far they world be, even them- 
fetves, from impoſing them gewerally on their Subjects Con- 


{ciences.. And the FaCts,ve are [peaking of, have been ſorare 
aud diſcontinued, that ever that 5 ſufficient to ſhew that even 
the Princes themſelves have done them wnwillingly, aud with 
regret,. 4zd #waer the neceſſity of thoſe very exigencies, 7 
need not repeat what I have already obſerved, to this purpoſe, in 
the Reigns of Kjng Henry the V11I. and Kyug Edward the V1. 
As for the Commiſion Court, it is no wonder if Kjng 
James the 11, took the utmoſt liberty that Proteſtant Lawyers - 
allowed as Law; K is rather to be adjir'd that Proteſtant T.aw- 
yers ſhould help him to an Expedient ſo hurtful to their own 
Communio0n,ard that wpon ſuch ſlender grounds as a few Pats, 
which they were pleaſed. (upon jo little probability) to allow as 
Precedentss The mr London, then, when it was - his 
own Caſe; did not think the Lay men his competent Judges 7 
order ta his ſuſpenſion or deprivation from Spirituals. Aud 
theſe Lawyers who had ſo much zeal, nat as to pervert then, 
bat keep them equal and unbiaſſed between both extreams, \did 
think1s Plea,not only equitable in:conſcience, but warrant able- 


it 


in Law. It were well his Lordſhip «nd thoſe Lawyers would 
recolleft how applicable thoſe things are to oar preſent caſe, 
which themſelves ſo £ealouſly defended then. ' As for the AQ 
in favour of 'the Tay Civilians, it /e!f complains of the rare- 
nets of. ſuch Examples then, becauſe of the averfenels of the 
Biſhops'ros9p/oy ſuch perſons oz ſuch affairs. That ts faf- 
jent t6' ſhew how much it was even then againſt the ſenſe of 
the Eccleſiafticks, who were the only competent Judges of 
Right #z matters of this nature, with repard to Conſcience. 
Since that time it has been ſtill more diſagreeable, though the 
Prattice has continued 07 account of that At in favour of | 
it. Tet it has furniſhed the Non-conformiſts with a» Ob- 
jection, 41d that ſuch an one as has put the Defenders of 
the Church rather oz Excuſes tha» Defences. A plain token 
they would rather have wiſhed it atherwiſe, if the Lay Powers 
who had introduced this cuſtom would. have gruen leave. 
None have been more zealons in this particular. tha» our 
modern Latitudinarians, a:Party mhich has been of late as 
taking auiong our Lay Nobility and Gentry, as among the 
Kecleſiafticks themſefves. Accordingly there has been a ſhifc 
found ," that the cenſures adjudged by the Lay Civilians 


ſbould be publiſhed by Presbyters, that [0 the Cenfuresrhem- | 


ſelves might {eem to proceed from the purely Spiritual Au- 
thority, The like care is taken in the Canons made in 
the time of 'Kjng James the F. that when a Sentence of De- 
privation or Depoſition zs to be pronounced againſt a Mini- 
ſter, i be pronounced by the Bifhop himſeH, with the aſ- 
ſiſtance of his Chancellor, the Dean (if they may conve- 
niently be had) and ſome of the Prebendaries, if the Court 
be kept near the Cathedral Chureh; or of the Arch- 
deacon, if he my be had conveniently, and two others 
at-the'leaft grave Miniſters and Preachers to be called by 
the Biſhop, when the Court is kept in other places. The 


t:ſs theſe-things So with the . Private (not, as I have ſhewn, 


Can, 122, 


impoſed) ſenſe of the Legiſlators in that A, which was 


by aſſerting  dire&tly the Right of ſuch Aurhorized Lay Do- 
” NJSI x) ( 3 2 P; Ctors 
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PraQile w 


Qtors for infliiting ſuch Cenſures, to aſſert confequently the 
Rot of gag tar h a Layman pA for bn a an 
tain. ayd Original of af Spiritual Power ; he more they 
ſhew the Tenſe of .our late Princes, and all that are conce! ned 
in. the Practiſe of theſe Lay Judges iz Spirituals now, ſixce 
theſe Canons are Authorize, that this Practiſe as it is cone 
tinued now, cannot argue any 015n of the Legitlators to 
oblige Perſons who take the Oaili 75 mean any ſuch en- 
chroaching xotzon of the Supremacy. But, let the moſt that 
can be, be:made of this Argument from FPractile , it is not-/ 
withſtanding certain that, as none but allowed Praftiſe car 
be ' fairly hopes to prove the ſenſe of Authority, - ſo that 
ich is..moſt agreeable to allowed rines ad 
Explications, has the faireſt Pretenſions to be taken for al- 
lowed. Ard ſuch PraQtiſe I have fhewn to be in favour cf 
ours, rather than our Adverſaries Opinions, by. ſhewing that 
we take yo more, liberty than . what we were allowed to 

zake by. Authorized "P Ications. R 
$ XXVII. BUT. there,will. be no need of proving. Arch- 
biſbop Cranmer's Principles 70 be the Do&trine of our times, 
if our preſent ſucceſſion cannot be maintained without de- 
tending them, , And that is thought to be our preſent Caſe... 
For. an Invalidity i» the Original, wwuſt affect all. thoſe 
later Orders that are derived - from the. ſame faulty Ori- | 
ginal. For if the firſt Ordainer could convey no Power 
to the Perſon Ordained by him, neither can the ſecond, who 
has himſelf received o.Power, give 4 9. Fower to athird, 
nor that third (for the ſame reaſon) to afourthz nor much leſs 
zo any remoter- degree of diſtance from the ſure Original. 
If therefore the Deprivation 'of the Popiſh Biſhops 
which was no other than Laical, was invalid ; thex their 
Proteſtant Succeſſors i» the ſame Sees (yet full, if the 
Deprivation was invalid) were xt ſecond Biſhops, bur 
none, by the Doftrine of St. Cyprian's Age. defenaed by ws, 
which will affect all the Titles ſince. derived from theſe Suc- 
celſors. 1t is thought to affect the Right. of all who have: 
| | ſucceeded 


. ſucceeded them in the ſame Sees, who deriving their Right 
from the firſt Succeſlors then, have no better Right tas 
they had from whom they derived all they pretend to have, and 
therefore can have none, if the others had none to- give 
them. Nor is it thought only to affett them, but all thoſe 
other Biſhops alſo, who have been ſince Conſecrated into 


other Sees by thoſe who, being themſelves no Fiſhops, con!d 
no more Conſecrate Biſhops into other Sees, than keep up a 


Succeſſion i» their own. Either therefore we muſt alloy 
the validity of that firſt Lay Deprivation, or we cannot 
(in our Adverſaries Opinion) defend any Right in our preſent 
deprived Fathers. For if they have any, our Adverſaries 
think it muſt be founded on the validity of that Lay De- 
privation of the Popiſh Biſhops, which could not otherwiſe 
legitimate the Title of their firſt Predeceſlors of the Re- 
formation. For wnleſs this AQ of the State was entirely 


valid, they think their Title muſt fall to the ground. And: 
if a Lay Deprivation could vacate Sees for the firſt Pre- 
deceſſors of our Fathers now concerned ; our Adverſaries 
think the like Lay Deprivation may now alſo vacate our 
preſent Fathers Sees ſo as to legitimate Surcefſors iz them. 


But if we ſhould, upon that ſuppoſed Invalidity of the Lay 
Deprivation of  #he Popiſh Biſhops, wake the firſt Prote- 
ſtant Biſhops zz the ſame Sees | ancapable of - receiving the 
Epiſcopal Power ; ther they think we cannot aſſert our de- 
prived Fathers ever to have had any Right, even before 
the Deprivation. Ad then it will be of no conſequence whe- 
ther this Lay Deprivation be valid or zot. We cannot, in 
that Caſe, (as they think) pretend any Right our Fathers ca 
have now, though the Lay Deprivation had beep as invalid 
as we conceive it to be. 


£:6 XX VIII. I need pot here inſiſt on the Royal Commiſſions: 


taken out by Biſhop Bonner, and as many as followed his Ex- 


ample, for their Spiritual Power, 7» the licentions tile of 
Archbiſhop Cranmer. Tet theſe will afford a ſufficient reaſon tiſ-epal Pover , 


for the validity of the Lay Deprivations of as many as cou- 
| cerned 
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oes not, by any 
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attet our preſcn; if 
Caſe, . 


cexped themſelves in ſuch Commiſſions, which notwithſtanding 
will z0t be applicable to the Caſe of our Fathers now. For 
by taking theſe Commiſſions from the King, they might in 
Law be ſuppoſed to have renounced the better Title. they had 
.to their Spurituals from Chrilt. ad his Apoſtles. © If this 
betrue, they could thence-forward have no more Power than 
what the Lay Magiltrate coxld confer upon them. Either 
| hay bu they did really receive Power from the Magiſtrate, 
or they recetved none. If they did receive Power from him ; 
then, wo doubt, what Power he could give them, of that be 
was able, by the ſame Right,to deprive them. _If they received 
none, all that can be gathered from the Tnvalidity of the Lay 
Deprivation, #s ozly, that it muſt leave them in the fame 
Right iz which i tound them. If therefore they had no 
Power before the Lay Deprivation, zt is no matter whether 
the Lay Deprivation were valid or »ot. As they loft 
ao Power by ap Invalid Deprivation, ſo neither, to L ſare, 
could they gain any by it. Having ncae before, they had 
None £0 he deprived of, and therefore could have none that 
could oblige the Conſciences of Subjetts to ſtand by them 
azainſt even an Invalid Deprivation. But this cannot be 
pretended to be our preſent Fathers Caſe. They have not, God 
be praisd, | betrayed their better Title to. their Spirituals, 
by taking out a Commiſhon from a Power which had. no 
Right zo give them. Nor did they receive their Power ir 
Spirituals at firſt from azy Donation of the Civil Magiſtrate. 
1 hat is an Opinion antiquated now, and not likely to have been 
the ſenſe of thoſe Biihops from whom they received their Con- 
ſecration Hor ts it likely that our Succeſſion depends oz 
any who had, even then, betrayed his Spiritual Rights by 
taking out Lay Commiſſions. Archbiſhop Cranmer aid 
z0t live to the Conſecrations of Queen Elizabeth's time. And 
Biſhop Bonner had nothing to do with them. Nor do any, who 
were concerned in the Conſecration 'of our firſt Proteſtant 
Biſhops,. appear iz the Catalogue. of "_ who took oat the 
like Commiſſions iz Kino Henry the VIllths time ; as we 
may learn from the Collz&ions of Dr. Yale, wentiond by 

Anthony 
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Anthony Harmer. The ACt of Council in the beginning of 
King Edward the VT. conceved ſuch eſpecially as were leaſt 
truſted, as appears by the Kjng's cwn Paper. Theſe were 
the Popiſh Biſhops rather than the Proteſtants. - And the 
ACt of Parliament made for it in the later end of the ſame 
ycar may be capable of the like Interpretation. The King had 
then. more ltberty in the execution, even of Acts of Parliament 
than ordinary. Nor is it probable that any of thoſe who per- 
ſwaded Queen Elizabeth to let alone the Title of Head, and 
to moderate the Supremacy 2t ſelf, would take out ſc Com- 
miſſions. They ſeem generally to have been the Popilh Bi- 
fhops who were gwitty of it. I mean thoſe of King Henry's 
Fattion. Thoſe therefore might be- deprived, and their Secs 
vacated by Lay Deprivations, 4d their Proteſtant Succel- 
ſors extituled to them, without any. Conſequence that' car 
be drawn thence to the prejudice of our preſent Fathers, or ir 
favour of oxy preſent Lay Deprivations. 

$ RXIX. BUT weneedxor, as I faid, inſiſt on this. Tet 
for driving away,T have already acknowledged the Magittrates 
Right zo external force ſufficient. And that was all that 'was 
requiſite iz the Caſe of the Popiſh Biſhops. They were then 


notoriouſly of another Communion different , from that of 


ticks, ad condernned zheir DoQtrine as Heretical, aa 
impoſed on them forms of reception and reconciliation to 
their own Communion, as perfectly diſt inf from the Com- 
munion wherein they had been betore. - So alſo on the other 
ſide, the Proteſtants behaved themſelves as a diſtin Com- 
munion. They refuſed therr Maſles and Confeſſions, and 
lived in open defiance of the Popiſh Biſhops and Canons, 
and this by Principles: Mzny of: them aſferes Martyrdom 
for their avowed. dildbedience,, mhith they con'd not 
have juſtify d'y if they had been of the fame Commu- 
nion. So clear it was that, even in Queen Mary's days, 
each Party looked on the other 2s 4 different Communion. 
Fhzs. being fo, it plainly appeared-that the\Proteſtants did not 
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ſhops were of a- 


nother Communi. 
on, And there- 
fore necded no 


other Deprivati- 


on than that ot 
the Lay Magie" 


the Proteſtants. They had burnt the Proteſtants as Here-"** 


own the Popiſh Biſhops «s Biſhops of their own Com- 
munion. Suppoſe we therefore that the Lay Deprivation 
as proceeding from the Lay Power only, was as invalid and 
null, with regard to Conſcience, as our Principles /appoſe it 
tobe; All that will follow thence will only be, that, with regard 
to Conſcience, they were {till 25 much Biſhops as they were 
before, that is, they were ſtill to be owned for Biſhops by them 
who had owned them formerly, that is, that (till they were to 
be owned for Biſhops by them who profeſſed themſetves of the 
Popiſh Communion. . Bat they as the Lay Deprivation took 
z0 Spiritual Right from. them which they had betore; ſo neither 
could it give them any Right iz Conſcience, which before 
t-rey had not. As therefore they were not Biſhops of © the 
Proteſtant Communion before the Deprivation,.. /o neither 
were they after it, and therefore could not challenge any Duty 
as owing them from Proteſtants, with regard to Canſcience. 
The Proteſtants therefore owing them no Duty in Conſcience, 
their Sees were already, before the Deprivation, wagant :, in 
Conſcience, with reſpect to the Proteſtants ; who might theres 
fore, without dauger of Schiſm, ſet up otHer Biſhops of their 
own Communion #x oppoſition to them, as ſoon as they could 
ao it, at leaſt as ſoon as the Magiſtrate would protect the 
Biſhops. ſubſtituted into their Sees. All FR that was 
requiſite for the ſubſtitution of Proteſtant Biſhops, was the 
diſpoſſeſſing of the Popiſh Biſhops by force ; for which the 
Lay Magiftrate who had the Right of forcing was ſuffici- 
ently furniſhed. That was exattly the Caſe of the expulſion 
of Paulus Samoſatenus by the Emperor Aurelian. Samo- 
{atenus had before that been deprived of hi Spiritual, Epil- 
copal Rights by the Synods! which had condemned and de- 
poſed him: Only, by the favour of Zenobia, who had they 
the p:(ſeſion of Antioch, he. ſtill kept poſleſſhon of the Epiſ- - 
copal Palace, till the Emperor was prevailed on to interpoſe 
his own Secular Authority x diſpoſleſſing him of the Houſe 
which belonged t» his Epilcopal Office. So #t was requilite, 
and very proper 'for Qacen Elizabeth to make ca of "or 
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where there was" noue out of Poſſeſſion" that. tontdiprerend a 
Right. "And that jo #5'y0 Jogk 03 it as yr D; und a bb- 
liging the Conſcietices of the StbjeAs' who han 3+ $96 chav Power. 
t0 rebell, not to doſa. Th# ſeems to be the 1 od of: allowi 
Preſeription by the T.aw »f Nations ſufficient to make 4 Canſe 
that had not been fo otherwiſe. It is indeed the Liganltd of nd- 
in general (which ſeems to have be the ground 9 bs. op 
Nations)' that. all Controveriies” ſhould” "at Jength Ba es nd.” 
And it is agreeable to the fame Intereſt that proveſs tigie,*and 
ſach' a peaceable Poſſefion as has no Rival * #1 bat as <A. better | 
Right, ſhould of allowtd as an Expedijent for end 
concerning Righ 1% therefore = de 
The Miſchief zo 7 Public 3 diſturbing. 4 P, 
-20re than can be ricompenſed by a ight that 5 fs 20more 
hit which hes Poſſefhon already. And there i is 20- + 6 ues E 
World but, i 4 . Revolation of many Ages, has Jome unjuftifiable 
thras which muſl make its preſent Settlement. lits 9104s, if fach | 
diſtant Injuries »2z/e. be' allowed,” oz equal rerms, t0 yy fo. This 
therefore 2akes it the common Intereſt to-allow Preſcription 0 
fach terms, fot a determination of R1ght./ Apt” there. is -veas: 
/ dn to believe that GOD who ,"* as: Governouv | of the tW/orld,: 
is determined by the Publick Inteteſt* wills judge # fo'y ab 
puniſh / ich : as violate ifs accordingly. "Nor 4s- there. any » thing 
ia the Natare' of Eccleſiaſtical Government z <5 #154 Go-: 
vernment "of externat Bodies, | 2## #41 = French er. of _ he 
infirmiries with thoſe who are *; ed" Th | 
that can } ſecure it aguuſt the like 1lences) ambious AA _ 
Hs ible Men who Th pull Judge t too pert tody op: _ 
VAN HE - 
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But it is no way probable that GOD will make ary Souls, 
but their own, Reſponſible for ſuch conſequences as are by 
others anavoidable. Tet ſuch GOO upon the Govern- 
ment may ſometimes make, « B ip, the. due Succel- 
fion, "and affect the direct | ihe Os Pp "that Authority 
from GOD, which is requiſite for giving a "Title to thiſe | 
' Spifitudl bencfits to Af which are the great deſjens of 
Eccleſiaſtical Communion. When evo thus falls out 
to be the Caſe, there will be reaſon to. believe that GOD, 
who judges himſelf. as much obliged 6; the equit) of . hs 2 
Covenants, KO Men .» (ſed hit F mſelves 0 liged by I 
the *- ach bet, "will perform what Hr Covenant mew 
in Equity. oblige him to perform, notwithſtandin any fail- 
ng ge Ts ſade, bf $9 the Wok N aflre of ſuch 
4 Silible Body as he has. been pleaſed to conſtitute in his 
Church, are unevoidable' to Os dils ent and, Pioys 
Commiinicaits, ' For this, bet ity 0 bu” own 
making, in Cvnſtituting his C Wh; ſuch 8 Jody, when 
he mitht have made it otherwiſe ; : his Sw #5 more 
concerned to provid for the conſequences And there 
Fr reaſon to believe that he has Aone i, the. aig $f 
has done. in other G £3 Bodies. of . the lik Tl, 
As Therefore b £01 GIN reſent ſextleteny J on ere nq bet- 
Jew, by the Law, of Nation: \has 
raken tart” for the ng bY SubjeQts 7» Secular Soci- 
cties,. that they may 708 miſcarry Ignorance, of. the 
By uſtly expected from them inthe e ſtation, RIeteh 2» he 
Ms them: So; there ts reaſon. to. b elierye that he has 
3 Zaker 16ls cre for the. "more Valuable Tatereſt of hae 
Souls,” that hey | 14) not, fail 0) of the. Favours aeſs ined 
for thiem; by" a nece ty 0 bis own contrivante, and by 
them perfectly Ds OED And ſeeing he has warned us of 
20 other, tis highly reaſonal le t9 reſume he has Sequr'd the 
validity of 0 f his CONV Yances by t he: Spiritual, the'fa ame way 
he by: ape in the Secular \ overnment,. 'G ratityir pie 
BI: -onſtirtion when 4t 15 LS ANAUriOUs to, a better 
| 7-7. Title, 
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Title Heal ending any faileurs unknown xd un- - 
avoidable by bjeQts, on, account of the ſtation 
which he A groes y em in it. 


This is prone $ d.0.0.4 08 OC O'R DING L - zt was Obſervable, 
ke pop o that torn the two preat AVabs of the Donatiſts. ( whoſe 
Diſputes. whole Schilni was rw ded (pon an FExtrava ant Zeal 
for Diſcipline ) when they c arged each other ( as it ſhould 
ſeem very truly) with being Traditors ; both of them be- 
a tad. udly, wilty, 6 apreed to let the Controver ball 
Parmenian. L, 1. AW Te to | "without ingaging in 7, arther 
Schifm' pod 1." Ter e DUNGIE up thezr Bibles fo 
be Buftit Was (i in 't; eir oprnion at 7b) ſuch an Att of 
Communion with the Devil, 5s had made the Perſons 
who had really been guilty of tt, uncapable, ot only of 
bj piſcopal, op ps (fer eves of: Ty Congion ; which ns 
been 


gory, ; } have M's all 
vgs Þ” Md 4 able, £ ed 
A lan ain na juſtify v9 


Prin 


which. both th ons D, oh Ara common chiſh 
ap ainſt the Catholick C for the pretended Tra- 
Ge! s'.of Ci lian and ond. And in this caſe "ys 
ly adn Fpr/ah to be re regar arded, beca 
the Catholicks'” a x TORE with * them in it, that web. Cay » 
ol bk #0.GO , Would ot ( though the Fatts had pro- 
ed tt: Far rhe coniſequent Authority «nd Commu- 
DOGS GOD, my #0 11jury was done, nor/any Schilſm 


{1 te, So 'far FYGe were of of their minds in this 
a, bas it the” Frofejes. T2 of theſe who 


wrote '4 TOLUM | rv Fes as #th 
which, if Ts She 4.4 


5 ra oh ir + Priflics in £2 Gale 
into an 5 as vet 4 ainſf theniſelves, «s 4 pr profeſſed COn- 
ethnarion of pa on which themſelves pro- 


ceeded 


ceeded in diyiding from the Catholick Church, Not much 
unlike this was the Caſe that occaſioned i Schiſm of the Lu- 


Giteriags. The reaſon why they alſo were ſo very ſevere in diſ- 
owning the Communion of ſo ke, Rib £0 AG 
th; they thou he t Jens 9 Er Tha. 

0, yet of the ' Arian Communion n,: he Does 
pa 4 many of thiſ who « oppoſed pr ek The! Ta only con- 
cery Communion. Aris «nd Euzoius had, «nder Con- 
Hare, the techs, made « pretended Recantation of their 


rely ,..4 and Were. bop reccived i#t The OMMAUnion by 
[21 


Des. 4N icomedia and his Patty, Thi made that Par- 
another C ommunion » th hong h the Recantation, had ' been 
Hy 609 till the Bifb fhop few exandria for the time. bezug, 
had firft received Fl, ecauſe they) were both Lg them Ori- 
m0 648 Rr FR wh bad. 978 
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mt Ce A 
{Mer they "07 VE were, that 
obj of ano er Biſhop to by 


mmunicatory Letters of hi 
Onda lon he MR he ” Tf he a4 he 
thereby by ( : my fr, - there? cut him- 
ſelf. off at, of the ] ile NG ck \who could 
no longer mas nb; OR wit EN te Com- 
municatory ncage to him, or by fetos . any from him. 


This was, in the Senſe of that Age, to cut himſelf from the 
Catholick Communion, , and from the C Eltolek Church, 

HT, the, Communicants of 0 ſuch Tos ) would Ib 
Communion refuled them over £6 the TH Church. 
Sach a NN, s Letters would not any, jk, elſe intitle then 
ro akpne,Þh hy and hts Communicants could not be re- 
cexved WARE, ag by 7 FOO." rales off DEG! 
Commerce, ere was alſo 18 this caſe ſomething eculza; 
to mgke the Bilhop 'of A ps Gm ea 
Fo It had been EE in the Genera Council of Nice. 

This made ther who received " Alexandrian Presbyters 
@ & & th to 


70 Communion without the tonſent of Athanaſiu us their 
Orditary goilty of reſcinding their own AQ, well as of the 
| Kit general . faſt ical -Commetce, However, 
$: x ere recel LIN Io 4 pretended 1 R catitation' of 
7hety Y, this involes many who were ot herwiſe Ortho- 

doX'tn ey 'Dodtrin hh "that they alſo vere cnt ed inthe 

Schiſm. Epecially tho e, who rather Scrupled the Vncrip- 
turalneſs of the . 'D wind thay the ſenſe of the Carholick 

Ds Hes Eh uſe ; For 8, wo ets pare Tk. Was though 
quiv' Cato 7 rn); 7 
big P4 ps BE the None yy, (5 this" 64 


2% 4 


rage. Li hey were ne7 Rt, and xant wmv of Nay Sol 

et bs wy ly they u ed the word iaicar&, by which,and the 

[ART expreſſions they might very well mean a Son by 
7 "Genera ation not only a FaQitious 


bop brche' holt's 
er efrſt s Hey retical Aria n © rhe ol 
appenrs fr e ſew fe RY nd though 


the trot Arians Fo Pa Cao under thoſe plauſible 

Terms, as Athanaſius ad wy ſhew , yet "man oh of thoſe Me : 

CrC- 

Io OT One 

nota ca erane with n of zheChurch 

FL gra ly, ares Foun Tatifi'd by by WEN ene Coupcil, 

for eee d the Original DoQtrine of thoſe rwo Here- 
ticks. ] ſay the Original DoQrine, 4s it had been eager by by 
them when SH he an their diſturbances ;for weeare to obſerve, 
that - FE Op and by their firſt Prevarications. 

Ariush; 1ſt looted? » 45 a, Apotate from his own He- 
reſy byActius neg capable theTerms he uſed af- 
terwardswere of 4yOrthodox meaning *Ouu® rer'inevis allow. 

ed by the Catholicks hy; wy were more intent oz the 

_ fenſe vert the word'$, nifying an Univocal vatu- 
.. "Mt 'Son:", $9 Tap fur wy {IE rus e, cope it.  Speak- 
ing of one obo dreams F Pi being Born, he ſays : wy Txo91: 


EYKUey Walks, oukaiyer mids, dvrg Nori "O woror xaTe nayle Fer 
"OuerD: 


whoghy that to et thoſe diſſemb 
ASP CkSypereenp, Bet t he | 
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tur rele Garre includes in in the firſt andprincipal place. 
And this Heathen Author, who lived before thoſe Diſputes, 
i.a:very competeit witneſs, how that Expreſſion was uſed com- 
monly then, when there couldibe na defign.0n' the Diſpute that 
was-ratſed afterwards: Lucifer 'therefare taking all for Ari- 
ans who had been any way engaged inthe Arian' Communi- 
on, comprehended under thatruame a great number of thoſe 
who were zotwithſtanding very Orthodox iz their Dottrine. 
He took ins thoſe: who Communicated with. Arius axd Eu- 
z01US;"rather as Penitents: than as believing rightly. He 
took 4141/0 all thoſe who/had been. any way. engaged in any 
Ad.of Communion with ſuch as thoſe were, who had never 
been,in their own Judgment, otherwi{e than Orthodox. He 
took 13. not only thoſe who joyned with them, not only in con- 
dempning Athanaſius; (but.all whohad: received. any Orders 


from them,(that was the Caſe of Mieletius of Antioch,again(t 


whons he fg anAnti-Biſhop,zhoughMeletius mes eventhen 
in Exile for his Orthodoxy) aud al/ whohad Communicated 
in any. Sacraments ' adminiſtred by Perſons ſo Ordained. 
This muſt indeed have.included agreat number in the Welt, 
where Lucifer was. Biſhop, ' where, though they were, generally 
Orthodox, .yet, fince-they bad: been. rezonciled to VN alens and 
- Urfacius oz the beliefi'of Ouuin®r( yo .,doubt.' underſtood by 
thoſe VVeſtera Biſhops whotrecerved it 'in the Council of 
Ariminum, #z a good ſenſe, there were very few remain- 
ing free from the Contagion of the Arian Communion 0z 
{ome of the\terms now mentioned.  $o Fauſtinus and Mar- 
cellinys plainly. ſuppoſe the Caſe to have been. They hardly 
-xenſiihtary henfelf, hardly any bat Lucifer, and (perhaps ) 
Euſebius Vercellentis: [zo / narrow a compaſs they con- 
trated. the Catholick Communion, even ix the V Veit, 
where notwithſtanding the®Carholick DoQUtrine was mo 
univerſally. recerved.” In this regard; it; mes.that. St. Je- 
rom ſays chut'the.mhole.world admured, at 4t Jelf for becovitng 
Arian. ''Thzis: Admiration prizcipally belongs torhe Caje. of 
thoſe wha being Conſcious to themſelues of their. being ol 
ELLOQUX: 
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thodox 7x opinion, "bt therefore the more jasftly admure 
at their being involved" anawares tn the Contagion of the 


Adv. Luciferion Ayjan Cominunion. ' Tr#his: regard St. Ferom might well 


cal Hilary the' Deacon. ( who'then continued the Luciferi» 
an Schiſm ). 4 »ew Deucalion, #z regard of the.wery: ſmall 
number which hid eſcaped the Arian deluge upor-ſo ſevere 4 
'eft as this wis, of Communion. Tet it: can't be denied 
that this Contagion of Communion was, i rigour, Snf- 
ficient to have made them who had been invokved in it judged 
#5 members of the Arian Communion, zill +hey hadbeen re- 
conciled 'a# Jolemply #4they had Apoſtatized. © And whilih 
they were" of another Communion, «ll their Atts of Au 
thority were juſtly queſtionable, as to their Validity 12 an- 
other Body and Communion diftint# from their own.. For 


. 
* % 


how coal4 ve oppoſite Body convey Privileges 2b, or. att by 
Joriſdiion: K 5.5 anortier? where\ of eas RI Common 
Government ackwowltdy*d, x0'Legal Commerce' or Sub- 
ordination, 'vothing'but profeſſd aud notorixes Hoſtility be+ 
twixt them. And this, whatever our modern Latitudina-» 
rians may fanty, the Catholick Church h4s.a/ways taken to 


bethe'C ſe of te\Communions: 'i And the generatity 
of the Biſhops betag" then tavolved"'in the Arian Schiſm, 
( though inthe Hereſy they were novtherwiſe\invobved thas 
as the Schiſm did,” by Interpretation, make them liable to 
the charge of the Hereſy with which they Communicated ; )) 
there was #0 ſolemi reconciliation of them who were, by their 
Office; the Perſons to:w hom' reconcilbationought Ordinarily 
to have been made. It wxs\hard'to expet? it, when the Bi- 
{hops, who had eſcaped 'the Contagion, were. ſa ery imall i 
number i» compariſon of thoſe who were involved in it, Tet 
theſe Pratices muſt have occaſioned many real Nullities, if 
GOD had not been thought. obliged. in Equity to ſupply ſuch 


 -dafedts where no injury followed to. any Perfon lwing. And 


the Catholick Church, when ſhe condemned the Luctterians 
for their Schilm, 0x actoant of theſe Auiterities, axd charged. 
the Guilt of the ſeparation maae on this account, 'on thens 
ff 8.. | who 
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who made it ; plainly ſuppoſed that this was not a Caule 
ſufficient to juſtify a Separation, and therefore that ſuch 
Nullities zz rigour, ot 27 equity, did not 73 the leaſt af- 
fee the next Generation, when there was no better Title 
which might in juſtice ablige GOD 70 ratify it for the good of 
Goverament, a#d #0 oblige the whole Society ro do jultice, 
under pain, if they negletted tt, of not having their Atts of 


Spiritual Authority ratifyed by him, without whoſe Ratih- 
cation they on be as, "Tis true, there might 
be ſome reaſon for ratifying ſach Nullities when the SubjeQts 
by joyning with the better Title, might ſecure their Intereſt 
3# the Peculiar People. Bat ſhou/d GOD do it, when there 
#5 no other Body in which the SubjeQts may ſecure themſelves, 
it muſt only make the Subjeits def rate. It would tempt them 
to believe that GOD intended there ſbould no more-be 4 pe- 


.culiar People ' But how:can that be reconciled;with the new 


Covenant's being an Everlaſting Covenant ?., with its 
Gifts being without Repentance ? wich Gods.promile never 
to withdraw his mercies, nor to ſuffer his Truth to fail,zor- 
withſtanding whatſoever Provocations his. choſen People 
might be guilty of eHow much lefcanhe do it for ſuch faileurs 
as lhe\knows before to be unavoidable by them ? And for this 
purpoſe Dr. Hody's Colledion i full. And it ſeems indeed 
tbe deſign of the Author. of. it, only to fhew, that the. Church 
did-not unravel Old diſputes when the Perſons were dead that 
were concerned in them, ſo 45 to make Nullities of all that 
had been done onthe faulty (ide, after the injury was ended, 
and when FARE could not. now beremedied,T his was the caſe 


of .St. Chry oftom, who. diſſmaded his ann Friends from 
: ſuch extremities,. not whilſt he was living, but after his de- 
ceale. This therefore was the fault of ;he Joannites, that they 


made Nullities of all that was done by his SucceiTors for /o 
many years after his death,contrary to the good Council him- 
{elf had. given them. This was the fault of the Arſenians, 
that they alſo made Nullities of all that was done by the Jo- 
{ephians for ſo many Tears after the death of Ow 

| {his 
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This therefore teing the occaſion of that ColleTion, will ſhew 
us the dehgn of it. The Author had no occalion to concery 
himſelf in defending the tolerableneſs of unjuſt, much leſs 
of igvalid deprivations, whilſt the Perſons were living ; but 
only in defending the tolerablenels of preceding Nullities 
_—_ the injured! Titles were extinAt, when they could not 

e recalled or amerigded. And this will ſuffice to ſhew'thar, 
though there had. heen invalidities iz the Titles of our fir # 
Proteſtant Biſhops oz account FA the better Titles of the 
Popiſh Biſhops of the ſame = dictions ; that cannot bart 
the Titles of our Proteſtant Biſhops vow; ſince their Succel- 
ſid bas fo long” failed;a7d oars been un-interrupted,*houph 
both hail been ( as they were not |) of the fare Communt- 
to Wt gnbeng, rs Ne 
ery Pon ho $ XXXV. BU T withall, neither is that Ph certain, as 
ſion; tor their E. 2Þ 29, ſeem at the firſt view,that even they who took out the 
> my os Lay-Commiſſions, did thereby loſe" their better Title” ro 
ther berterTirle.' thery Spiritual Authority recerved by their Bcclefiaſtical 
Conſecrations: $9 far indeed it might hold; "as" to cut all 
ſachPerſons off from the confidence of pleading the inyalidi- 
ty of the Lay-Deprivations, that evex ſuch a Deprivation 
might be juſtly valid, on their principles who 'hadowned 
Themſelves to have'no'Spititual Power but whit they had re- 
ceived from the” Civil Mapiftrate.' ' Indeed that' worthy 
pr, 1-8. EY-" Perſon who was pleaſed to conceal bimſel under the aſſumed 
»ame of Anthony Harmar, from the Proceſſes againſt the 
Proteſtant Biſhops 72 Queen Mary's time ftill preſerved i 
the Regiſter of Canterbury, tells us that a Nullity of Title 
' was objetted to them by their Deprivers 0» account of theſe 
' Lay-Commiſſions: So*the words of cbaz Regiſter are; ob 
Juſtitateni Confecratiohis cjus, &" detectum titult ſui 
quem habuit'i Rege Ed wardo fexto per literas Patentes 
cum hac clauſuls, dum bene ſe geflerit.” This form 
was uſed oz Taylor Biſhop of Lincoln, Hooper Biſhop 
of Worceſter a;d Gloceſter;Barlow Biſhop of Hereford,end 
Farrar Biſhop "of St Davids. The ſame Patents JP Rhd 
&.\ $ Ins by 
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been taken out by the Archbj ; 
of Cheſter aud Abs 1chbiſhep of York, ana the Bijh op 4 


ſhould ſeem, out of the ſame Regiſters. t-norms us, nbd 
aid [o too after the AQt in Kjng Edwards time. But for 
thoſe who had received their Orders from their Conlecra- 
cions 72 the uſual way, antecedently to thery Patents, 57 7s 
Juſty queſtionable whether any Aft of theirs could alienate the 
Power they had received from Chriſt: Much more it is 
queſt ionable whether they could do it by an indire& Aff, and 
by way only of Interpretation, which is the moſt that can be 
made of their Patent. It is zot pretended that they did re- 
nounce 7hezr Spiritual -power received from Chriſt any 
otherwiſe than as their owning anorher Original of that ſame 
Spiritual Power iz their Patents may be ſo Interpreted. Aud 
that Interpretation is only grounded on the inconſiltency 
of theſe two Originals, which makes. it neceſſary that, if 
one be owned, the other muſt be rezeted,. becanſt they can- 
not be both poſſeſſed at 'once.” Bar this inconſiſtency #s 
applicable both ways, and may as well make their Patents null 
a5 inconſiſtent with thery better >” <ledper Title, as make 
their Spiritual Title z«4, as inconſiſtent with their Patents. 
And it is not in their Power whether of the two ſball bs 4 
Nullity «leſs GOD intended that thePoWer ſhould be alien- 
able when it was firſt given them.” If it was deſigned un- 
alienable, all therr Ads afterwards ro alienate it muſt have 
been Nullities, as being inconſiſtent with the antecedent 
Right of GOD,as the Vows of Wives and Maids were «der 
the Law, when made againſt the conſent of the Husbands 
and Parents, And the will of GOD concerning thelaiting- 
neſs of the Spiritual Power was manifeſt from the will of 
the Ordainers who, before thoſe Tay-Patents, xever intend- 
ed to confer Orders for any other term than that of Lite. If 
therefore ſuch would take upon them to exercile their Spiritu- 
al Power independently on their Patent, though they mizhs 
contraditt the deſigns of thoſe who made them take out their 
Patents, i# doing ſo; yet, having indeed Authority from 
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GOD. zo ao-ſo,what they did by that Authority might expect 4 


lid 
TIE and Y refore_ mult have heen va 
ratification 7 om GOD: & e greater difficulty was that 


4 the others who received their firſt Authority from their 
atents before their Conlecrations. Theſe might more plau- 
fibly be thought to receive no more Power by their Conſecra- 
tion than what they had already received bytheir Patent. Efpe- 
cially if they had the ſame thoughts concerning their ownCon- 
ſecration, as Archbiſhop Cranmer had, that it gave them 
»o new Power, but was only 6 FPEDOUy of Inveſtiture 
with the ſame Power which they had already a Right to by 
their Patent. And, if withall the Biſhops who Conſecrated 
them had been ſo of the ſame mind, and muſt therefore have 
thought themſelves obliged to give them no new Power by 
the Authority themſelves had received, not from the Prince, 
but from Chriſt, Bus I have already ſhewed that, even in 
thoſe encroaching Reigns, there was no Obligation /aid on the 
Biſhops, , zo, rofl their Belief of thoſe Impioue Opinions. 
T heve / WA; that, 4t the ie ame time that t ey were {*ppeſed 
3n Practice, yet their Belief was Odious and Singular, ad 
in expreſs terms generally decried. IT have ſhewed that the 
moſt received Opinion even then, was that the Right of Ad» 
miniſtring the Sacraments was derived from Chriſt and his 


Apoſtles, arid by them given. only to the Church, and con- 


ſequently that it was only £90 hip Acts of Eccleſiaſtical 
Conſecration. Theſe things therefore being thus believed 
muſt alſo have obliged them bl ther to believe that whatever 
Power 4z4 Authority did follow from this Right of Ad- 
miniſtring the Sacraments, could not be givenby the Lay- 
Power, but only by thera who had continued the derivation 
of that Right of ASRUNrog the Sacraments from-Chriſt 
«nd his Apoſtles. Theſe things therefore being generally 
believed by the Biſhops, might make them anhlh deſign 
the giving nd recciving the ſame Power 1» their Conle- 
crarions which had beer given and received by Conſecration 
formerly. What -then could hinder even thoſe Biſhops 

which. 


which were Conſecrated then fom receiving it ? It was 
conſequentiallyinconſiftent youlſay,with thoſePatentsby which 
they derived a Right of giving Orders,and of inflittiyg Spiri- 
tual Cenſures from the King.But it was no more ſo,than thoſe 
Patents were with thoſe DoCtrines,that all Power of that kind 
ws tobe derived from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, who had giv- 
en zt to the Church, not to the Lay-Magiſtrate. The conle- 
quence whereof muſt be,that being mutually inconſiſtent they 
ought to be made conſiſtent as far as is poſſtble,tn Prattice,by 
Interpretation. That 5s, that one Duty be performed ſo far, 
and = far only, as is conſiſtent with the performance of the 
other. But in this way of proceeding, it s anavoydable but 
.that one of the two Duties muſt take place of the other, /# as 
fo leave no place "gt the other any further than i conſiftent 
with the Intereſt of the Principal Duty. And then there 


can be little doubt, if an Eccleſiaſtick be Judge ( and of 


fach only IT am Speaking at preſent ) whether of the two 
Duties muſt be judged Principal. If they be conſidered as Ec- 
clefiaſticks, the Church is the Principal Body for which 
they ought to be concerned. Conſider them alſo as good Chri- 
ſtians, 4nd as good Men, and the ſame Obligation'will hold 
ffill to prefer the Intereſts of the Church, becauſe they are 
indeed the greateſt Intereſts in the Judgment of GOD,axd in 
the Judgment of Right Reaſon ; and the moZt immeadiatly 
and firmly obliging that which is indeed the immediate Sub- 
je& of Obligations, the Confcience, A! therefore that 
Perſons ſo perſwaded could promile, 2nd which the Magji- 
ſtrates of that Age atting againſt Principles might be Satil- 
fied with, as ſufficiently an|wering his ends, was to behave 
themſelves in reference to the Magiſtrate, jo as if-indeed they 
had no Power but what they derived from him. That was 
ro hold their places, from whomſoever they had received 
them, no longer than He was peees they ſhould hold 
them. This Promiſe they might make as to the Tem- 
poralties, that they would be zo longer Legal Biſhops er- 
titled by the Secular Laws to Temporalties. Tho" thts 
(22 2) Was 
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was 4 particular Hardſhip pat «por their Order : For as for 
the Secular Peers the held their Pecrage by Law, not barely 
at the'Pleaſare of the Prince. However, theſe conditions im- 
porting no loſs of Spiritual Asthority, the Biſhops might with 
4 [afe Conſcience ſubmit to, when 1mpoled on them by un- 
avoidable force. They might alſo promiſe, when they wer: 
deprived of their Temporals, to quit their Spirituals alſo, 
in order to the qualifying another of the lame Communion 
to lucceed them withoat any impatation of Schilm. But a 
general promile. of this kind could wot oblige them, whez 
quitting #herr Rights might betray the Church, and mate 
it depend precarionſly on the pleaſure of the Magiſtrate. 
However they, not foreſeeing this Caſe, and not fearing 
it tn the Circumſtances then iz view, might make this inae- 
finzte Promile, and intend really to fulfill it. And whether 
they dtd welus Aoing ſo, or no, yet they might do it without 
owning the Right ro Spiritual Power 70 be at the diſpoſal 
of the Civil Magiftrate. Yet as long as they did not think 
:t his Right, + 4 could not think themſelves obliged in Con- 
{cicnce #04quit #heir prezenſions to their Spirituals, barely be- 
cauſe the Magiſtrate was pleaſed to invade them. All the 
Obligations #herefore they could have to do it, muſt either 
have been from their Promiſe, or from the preſent exigen- 
cies of the Caſe which might, in their Opinion, ſeem to ye- 
quire #8. Tet all this was conſiſtent with an Opinion that 
whilſt they had the Power, they had it from an Authorit 
Swperiby to that of the Civil Magiſtrate, whzch till the 
Magiſtrate did deprive them, might make all their Atts ya- 
lid 4s doye by « Divine Commiſſion. 17 zs very plain with- 
all, that after the Patent was given, yet the Magiitrate him- 
ſelf took care to recommend them #0 Biſhops for their Con- 
ſecration. | Why ſo, unleſs he believed that if he had done 
otherwiſe, his Bilhops would never have been taken for Va- 
lid Bilhops, wzth regerd to Conſcience ? VYVhy jo, if he 
had not therein deligned'to gratify the Ancient and Re- 


_ ceived Opinions concerning the Original of Church-Power, 


which. 


which without ſuch Conlecration, ſuppoſed them liable to 
ſo juſt Exceptions? Ir was not the Magittrates fency that 
Coinſecration gave them no new Power, that could hinder 
the Biſhops a#d the People too, who were rightly informed 
concerning the.nature of the Spiritual Society, fromyudg- 
ing Conſecration necellary for obtaining that Power 
which is purely Spiritual. And it's being thought neceſſary 
by. the Biſhops was enomgh to oblige the Conſecrating 
Biſhops ro. give, ard the Conſecrated Biſhops to re- 
ceive, that Spiriual Power, which, in their ,Opinzon, 
could not be' had otherwiſe then by their Conlecration. 
And intending 7o give, and receive it, what  rould 
hinder their. Intentions from the uſual Succeſs, when 
the ſame Solemnities were »ſed by Perſons ' equally Au- 
thorized to give i with thoſe who had been ulcd to give: 
i formerly? MNor - could the Magittrate expe, thas 
to 87 etify him, . they ſbou'd defraud themſelves of 427: 
Priviledges'or Powers received by their Anceſtors, aud 
convey'd, "as before, from Perlons empower'd to admi- 
niſter the Solemnities axd Rites of Conſecration : 
Sach a Singular oblequiouſneſs and lelf-denial zs this, 
He - could zot I ſay, either in Conſcience or Equity 
retend to expect, anlefS He had ſecur'd it in expreſs 
erms, and exatted a particular Profeſior ; a Profeihog, 
that might make it inconliltent with the Biſhops Ve- 
racity co give, or receive, the uſuall Power, as by 
the [ame Solemnities ard Authority it had been given, 
and received, by-their Anceſtors, "Rather on the con- 
trary, the Permifſion of the ſame Solemn Rites, «ud 
the ſame "Authority iz adminiſtring them as before, 
without any new Security againſt the uſual efteR, .is 
an Argument the Prince left it to their Liberty to in- 
tend the Bling and receiving the ſame Spiritual 
Power from CHRIST, as had been uſually conveyed 
by the ſame 'M lnifiry. Hle therefore. contented him 
C. 


ſelf 
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4.4. ſelf with the Security given him by the Patents, that from 
whomſoever they received the Right of being Biſhops i 
regard to Conſcience, yet they ſhould not be Biſhops in Law 
intitled to Baronies aud revenues any longer than he plea- 
ſed, This being ſo, it will follow that what they did before 
Deprivation was valid zz Conſcience and #» Law alſo: 
but what they did afterwards, though that might alſo be 
valid #2 Concſience, yet it was wot to be vaild in Law. 
Our firſt Conſeerations were of the former ſort, and there-: 
fore were not the leſs valid in Conſcience for having the ac-. 
ceſſion of \« validity iz Law. Thus our firſt Conſecrations: 
IP might derive a'T'itle 50 our Preſent Fathers in Conſuience- 
'*f not 'deprivablet: the pleaſure of the Civil Magiſtrate with. 
= ; regard to Conſcience. G OD awaken the zeal of our late\. 
Fathers azd Brethern fr aſſerting iheſe Rights i» Conſci- 
ence which are ſo elſential to their being our Fathers and 
of our Brethren, azdfor the Religion a»d Communion of axr + 
l4:e common Chnrches 2z chelf Kingdoms. And may our 
common LOR D plead the Cauſe of his diſtreſſed and de<-\ 
ſerted Spouſe. ELvenn, ES Lil 


THE END 
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CON I ENTS 
F 1, T HE Independancy of Biſhops on the State, pretended to be 
contrary to the Oath-of Supremacy. 2x 

 $ Il: And contrary to the Peouciples on which the Popiſh Biſheps were 
deprived, and our prefent Succeſſion clepends. P, IL. 
--;$ IL The Authority of the Primitive Catholick Church is greater ew 
P.IY. 


'$ IV. Even with-regard ro our particular Church : Our behaviour ſignt- 


 fies more Love and Concern for her than that of our late Brethren 


does. I'PF | L ' P, VII, 
$ V. Weſhewour greater Love to our Church particularly in nor yeilding 
ſo-eafily,as they do, thar ſhe ſhould /o/e her Rights, on any Terms... P., IX. 
.$ VI. *Whart we. do is perfectly conſiſtens with the Authorized expli- 
me the Supremacy veited in the King. Þ,. XI. 
$ VILE Archbiſhop Crarmers Opinions in Henry the VIIIT's and Edward 
the. VFs time, perfectly deſtrutive of all Spiritual Authority. P. XII. 
'$ VIE Archbiſhops Cranmers Authority in theſe matters none ar 
all. - | | WE 5 4's 
$ DX. Ir is not for the Intereſt of the Church or Reformation, rhar: his 
Authority intheſe things ſhould be regarded. P. XVIL 
$X. His Op7nzens in this matter no more agreable to the: Senſe of -our 
| P..XXI. 
XI. The Supremacy and Title of Head, when firſt aſſumed by tomy 
the VIH, conſiſtent with our Do#r7ne. x P. XXIIL 
$ XII, When the King gave the encroaching Commiſſion to Cromwell, 
ir was-not yet agrecable to the true Senſe of the Legiflators. P, XXV 
$ XIII. The Appeal allowed frem the Archb:ſhops ro the Kings Com- 
miſſioners in Chancery no Argument of any Spiritual Power derived from 
the King. _ E P. XXVIL 
$X V. The Supremacy explained 26. FH, VIII. 1. not contrary to our 
Do&#rine in this Cauſe. P. XXVIllr 
\$ XV. The Supremacy as explained 37- H. VIII. 17. full ro our Ad- 
verſaries purpoſe, and the ſenſe of Archbiſhop Cranmer. P{XKY. 
» The ſame notion of the Spuremacy continued alſo under King 
Edward the VL | P. XXXIIL 
$ XVIE King Henry the VIII's Rezgn by ng means to be allowed for 
an Age of Precedents. P. XXXV. 
F475 Queen * 
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$ XVI... RIF S. | 
Gi our principles. ' * 
-— CSXDFT; That Explication diſcharges us now from a 
' Tieve Archbiſhop x iy a dllgnce mg nderake P. 
6 XX. What the Queen requires, we can Sincerely. take, an 
Senſe fally anſwering t » Impoſition of rhe yan Ns OR 
$ XX1.- The Queens In/un#;on excuſes us Omg 
macy ovet Spiritual Perſons in Cauſes purely $ iritual. 
q ]. This _ of Queen Elzzabeth 
F . The Explication inthe Inju2tions | ire 
inher XXX VII Article. Ro 
$XXTV. The fame Explicatien of the: Injuntiions nfirm 
Parliament, .. PS 
$ XXV. Iris rather Jupppſed than contradiRefl, bythe F 
CXXVI The Praice of the Supremacy to our rey. | 
the Impoſed Senſe of the CEOoeR vinſt yh | ng 
'. $ XXVIL. The O%e4:i9% pro , tharour. pre 
"ſeems to depend on the validity O x Deprivard x 
which was no other.than Lajcal. © = & 
$CXXVAUI. The Lay-Deprivati ons of thoſe Pops 
Lay-Commiſſyns for their- "IONED Power, does | 
h-=35= C The bp e. 


The Popiſh Biſhops were of another Cr 
voce no other GEES mh thar of rhe L2y-N , Fe. | 
« This Dotirine agreeable exactly ro the'S Ser) # id: 


oo 
It the Popiſh Biſhop 3 had had a berter 
FR tle rn ire les x - ore er than rheir own. Lig 
XXXIL If the Popiſh 3s then had \BE L494 

aiſcontinuanceof their. Kacad cceſſio by has made rheir, T7zle wo; #0 

$ XXXUL. Preſerit © Serrlements give Right where no t 
injured by them. .. . P 

-$XXXIV.- This is proved from. the Donatiſt TY 1 ” 
yorey- 

$XXXV.: They .who wak out. Lay-Commiſſions for i 
Power might yer oe patter Title. 
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